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INTRODUCTION

This Petition for Mandamus is brought by Peter E. Jolly (hereinafter referred to
as “Petitioner”) who is a defendant in an action to enforce an administrative order by
Real Party in Interest the Envifonmental Protection Agency of the United States of
America (hereinafter “Plaintiff). This Petition raises new and important questions of
law regarding interpretation and application of Section 1423(b)(1) of the Safe Drinking
Water Act (hereafter “SDWA"), 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) (reproduced at Appendix
1). This statute governs the public drinking systems of the United States. Under
Section 1423(b)(1) of SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b), the Plaintiff may seek to
impose administrative orders for violations of said Act only if one or more statutory
grounds enumerated in that section are satisfied.

In this case, the Real Party in Interest erroneously made an administrative
order on the grounds that Petitioner had violated Section 1423(b)(1) of SDWA, 42
U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) and was held to have endangered drinking water sources.
Said sources are located in Easton Field, Hancock County, Commonwealth of
Kentucky and are adjacent to subject mineral leases which overlig a shallow water
aquifer which have been erroneously held as having total dissolved solids less than
10,000 mg/1 and which allegedly are currently being used for human consumption.
The EPA has erroneously made the determination that this formation is an
underground source of drinking water as defined by 40 C.F.R. Section 144.3 and is
alleged to be the only source of drinking water in the immediate area. The
administrative agency issued an administrative order to address alleged violations of
the SDWA and the UIC regulations promulgated thereunder.

As set forth herein, the administrative agency’s order and excessive bonding
order are clearly erroneous because they do not comply with the limited jurisdiction sef
forth under Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) and do not

endanger drinking water sources. The Petitioner's only remedy to correct this
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administrative agency'’s error is by this Petition for Mandamus pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

Section 1651. Since the standards adopted by the United States District Court for the

Western District of Kentucky for granting mandamus are satisfied, the Administrative

| Hearing Board of the EPA should be ordered to vacate its administrative order and

excise its excessive bonding requirement.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

The Agency originally issued its administrative order (“AQO") on January 9, 1992 |

| within the jurisdiction of its hearing board to address alleged violations of the SDWA

and the promulgated UIC regulations thereunder. Peter Jolly requested a hearing
during theé public comment period and requested an appeal by way of letter dated
February 5, 1992 and directed to the hearing officer (copy attached hereto as
Appendix 2)

Based on his defense of the alleged noncompliance described in the AO and
Plaintiff's erroneous assertion of its federal claims, Petitioner attemptéd to settle this
matter in good faith and in substantial compliance with the original proposed order
until further investigation on his part revealed that JAF Oil Company (“JAF”") was not
subject to the jurisdiction of the SDWA as defined within the act itself. Moreover,
Petitioner's investigation of relevant law found that the bonding requirement that the
EPA imposed with a proper public comment périod to be unreasonable and in excess
of its jurisdiction pursuant to the subject SDWA. Petitioner previously attempted to
submit key evidence and materials to show cause as to why the federal claims should
-not be prosecuted against either himself or JAF. Said evidence and materials were
refused consideration by the officer(s) of the administrative hearing board.

On or about September 1, 1995, Plaintiff filed suit in this Honorable District

Court seeking to enforce its AO and hold Petitioner financially responsible for any

| liabilities JAF has allegedly incurred. (copy of complaint attached hereto as Appendix

3)
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| to enforce its AO and for money damages from Petitioner (copy without exhibits
| attached hereto as Appendix 4). Petitioner argues within his answer that JAF's

| mineral leases do not fall within the jurisdiction of the SDWA applied in this case and

On or about May 13, 1996, Petitioner filed his answer to the Agency’s complaint

as this is true, the EPA could not have reasonably exercised its jurisdiction over JAF's
mineral leases pursuant to the SDWA. Therefore, the AO should not be enforced and:
Petitioner should not be required to provide the excessive.bonding amount set forth in
the AO and no penaltiés should attach to Petitioner for failure to comply with the
SDWA because JAF’s mineral leases are not subject to the parameters of the SDWA. |
STATE! .OF RELIEF SOUGHT AND ISSUES SE

Petitioner seeks an order directing the EPA to vacate its AO for the alleged
violations of the SDWA as Petitioner is not subject to the jurisdiction and limitations of
this act as set forth above. The issues presented herein include:

(1) Did the Agency declination of a public comment period folldwing the

imposition of the AO and its excessive bonding requirement and failure to

allow the submission of key evidence and materials indicative of the history and

hydrological record of the use of the subject aquifer violate Petitioner's due
process rights?

(2) Does Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) give

the EPA jurisdiction over JAF’s mineral leases even though these leases are

adjacent to an aquifer which does not fall within the defined confines of the

SDWA as shown by the historical hydrological record of subject aquifer?

(3) Does the EPA have the ability to preclude a meaningful public comment

period prior to increasing a bondi_ng requirement by threefold and not allowing

rebuttal regarding said imposition?
ARGUMENT
Standards for issuing a writ of mandamus pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1651

were established in the seminal case of Bauman v. United States District Court, 557

-6-
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F.2d 650 (Sth Cir. 1977) Drawing on the numerous body of judicial decisions dealing
with mandamus, the Court identified five factors to be considered:

(1) Does the party seeking mandamus have other adequate means, such as

direct appeal, to attain the relief desired?

(2) Will the Petitioner be damaged or prejudiced in a way not correctable on

appeal?

(3) Is the administrative order clearly erroneous as a matter of law?

(4) Does the agency’s administrative order manifest an oft-repeated error or a

persistent disregard of federal rules? and

5) Does the agency’s order raise new or important problems or issues of law

of first impression?
Bauman, 557 F.2d at 654-55

Not all five factors need be satisfied to justify the issuance of mandamus.
Rather, as stated by the court in Bauman, “(t)he considerations are cumulative and
proper disposition will often require a balancing of conflicting indicators.” |d., at 655. In
this case, all five of the Bauman factors militate in favor of granting Petitioner's request
for mandamus.

| In the present case, Petitioner has no other adequate or efficient means to

attain swift judicial review of the underlying prejudicial erroneous administrative order.
If such relief is not had, Petitioner will be damaged or prejudiced by the financial ruin
of JAF. This is particularly unjust in that Petitioner's mineral leases are not under the
iurisdiction of the SDWA pursuant to its own elaborated parameters. This lack of
jurisdiction is amply demonstrated by a cursory review of the SDWA and the
Hydrological Record of the usage of the subject Easton Field Aquifer reputedly being
contaminated by Petitioner's Class Il injection wells. (copy of the hydrological record
is attached hereto as Appendix 5)
"
/




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

| said request had not been submitted in an appropriate format. Upon the denial of

| Petitioner’s request for a further hearing of his matter, the administrative agency held

| clear basis for its rendered decision, and Petitioner can only speculate as to the

| agency’s reasons for declining hearing of an appeal of its decision. The AO instead

|. THE AD STRATIVE AGENCY'’S ORDER IS NOT CORRECTABLE

ON APPEAL
Petitioner has exhausted all of his effective administrative remedies in regard to
vacating or otherwise contesting the herein AO. Petitioner submitted his request for
appeal of same by way of a letter requesting a further hearing regarding the alleged

violations and was rebuffed because the administrative hearing officer(s) held that

the AO to be finalized.
Moreover, final EPA action may be reviewed in the United States District Courts|
under general federal question jurisdiction.

In this case, the EPA’s administrative compliance order does not indicate any

contains sweeping generalizations of public endangerment and states that it is based
on violations of the SDWA. However, since JAF's mineral leases do not fall within the
defined parameters of the SDWA and therefore, JAF cannot be in violation of said act.
In any event, without stating clear and evident grounds for the EPA’'s AO, the AO
cannot be found to resolve a matter of substantive law. Accordingly, the AO is no

longer reviewable on appeal, but only by mandamus.

li. APA OM MANDAMUS, PETITIONER HAS NO OTHER DIRECT
MEANS TO VACATE THE ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLIANCE ORDER.

As set forth above, the Administrative Order is not reviewable on appeal.
Moreover, even if it were, it would not be appealable directly to the Court at this time,
because it constitutes an interlocutory order. 29 U.S.C. Section 1291 gives parties the
right to appeal from final decisions of administrative agencies. The agency’s
administrative order in this case is in a sense a final decision, however, Petitioner’s

request for the hearing of an appeal regarding the AO was denied by the hearing

-8-
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| final in that sense, the AO remains an interlocutory order.

|} and hydrological records regarding the subject aquifer attached as Appendix 5 hereto

officer(s) of the EPA. Moreover, the EPA must, as it is now doing, seek enforcement

of its AO through the District Court. Therefore, though the AO is determinative and

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1292(b), an interlocutory order (except in certain
cases not applicable here) is not directly appealable unless the administrative law
judge issuing the order certifies the order for immediate appeal. No such certification
accompanied the AO in this case. And, as described above, request for appeal has

been declined by the hearing officer(s) in this matter.

Whether the Agency’'s AO is erroneous as a matter of law depends on whether
Petitioner Injection well sites are subject to the jurisdiction of the SDWA as set forth in
Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b). As'a _threshold matter,
determination of this question begins with Section 14223(b)(1), which sets forth the
basis for the existence of jurisdiction in the first place.

A, THE AGENCY LACKED JURISDICTION OVER ITS FEDERAL CLAIMS.

Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) provides limited

ofigina| jurisdiction regarding the endangerment of drinking water sources which
supply the public water system and either currently supplies drinking water for human

consumption; or contains fewer than 10,000 mg/l total dissolved solids. The historical

clearly evidence that JAF’s Class Il injection wells on its mineral leases in Easton
Field, Hancock County, Commonwealth of Kentucky are not adjacent to any aquifer
falling within the defined parameters provided above. By using these standards,
Congress clearly intended to adopt the standards that have been established pursuant
to Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b).

Applying these standards to the instant case, there can be no doubt that the

EPA lacked jurisdiction over Petitioner pursuant to its Federal claimis.

-9-
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B. THE ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY HAD NO STATUTORY GROUNDS
FOR DECLINATION OF SUBMITTED MATERIALS EVIDENCING
SUPPORT OF PETITIONER'’S DEFENSE CLAIMS.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1331, the EPA has promulgated national water

quality standards which do not take into account local, site specific conditions. A
water quality standard consists of two parts: (1) a designated use for the particular

water body and (2) a water quality criterion designed to protect that use. Pursuant to

1140 C.F.R, 131.12(a)(1), such water quality standards must accommodate important

economic or sacial development in the area in which the waters are located. Existing
uses must be protected.
The determination to be made is if the discharge in a particular water body

could reasonably be expected to interfere with the designated use of the water body.

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. 124.85(c), the administrative law judge decides which evidence

to admit and exclude. Both direct and rebuttal evidence may be subrﬁitted in writing.
Still, the Petitioner is protected pursuant to his Constitutional Due Process Rights.

In the present matter, Petitioner sought to rebut the erroneous application of
the SWDA to the Easton Field Aquifer by submitting the hydrological records, the
previously existent water quality of the water within said aquifer, and otherwise
evidencing the historical usage of the subject aquifer. The EPA refused consideration
of said evidence. Such records provide evidence substantially relevant to the just
determination of this matter. The agency’s own investigation of its allegations should
have revealed that the Easton Field Aquifer does not fall within the parameters
covered by the SDWA. -

Under the substantial evidence rule, as applied in administrative proceedings,
all evidence is competent and may be considered, regardless of its source and nature,
if it is the kind of evidence that “a reasonable mind might accept as adequate to
support a conclusion.” The competency of evidence for purposes of administrative

adjudicatory proceedings is made to rest upon the logical persuasiveness of such

-10-
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| proceedings of the EPA must meet the rudiments of fair play, in order to be upheld.

Therefore, Petitioner respectfully requests this Honorable Court hold the EPA’s

evidence to the reasonable mind in using it to support a conclusion. Since the
administrative agency declined review of the above described substantial evidence
regarding the Easton Field Aquifer, the District Court need not defer to the decision of

this administrative board. See, Marker v. Finch, D.C. Del, 322 F. Supp. 905, 910 The

Administrative Order in this matter to be invalid for arbitrariness where the contesting

party (Petitioner) was denied due process of law in the conduct of the administrative

hearing.
Iv.
ARBITRARY |[MPOSITION OF INCREASED BONDING REQUIREMENT AND
ASSESS ENALTIES ABSENT A PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD FOR
COMMENTS AND REBUTTAL IS IN CLEAR VIOLATION OF PETITIONER’S

DUE PROCESS RIGHTS.
CEDURAL DU OCESS RIGHTS

The requirement that the government respect procedural due process of law is
of importance in environmehtal law land use controls in two principal instances. The
first is as a constitutional foundation to enforce pfocedural rights accorded under
environmental statutes. See, 42 U.S.C, Section 4321 for analogous matter. The
second is to provide a yardstick of constitutionally mandated procedural régularity to
any governmental decision-making process affecting property.
| Procedural due process requirements are intended to insure that a
governmental agency has not violated the fair procedures guaranteed to individuals by
the Eifth and Eourteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution. Among the
chief requisites of procedural due process is an adequate opportunity to be heard
before a person is deprived of his property. Procedural due process only considers
whether a fair decision-making process has been used, but does not require that the

underlying rule be just or fair.

-11-
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The SDWA has provisions for hearing procedures. Whether these provisions
are sufficient in the facts of each case must be examined. The Court has held that a
hearing must be provided within a reasonable time just after the imposition of the
environmental regulation. otor Vehicle Board v, Orri . Fox Co., 434 U.S.
1245, 98 S. Ct. 359, 54 L. Ed.2d 439 (1977) Limitations on property use usually
requires a full evidentiary hearing.

Clearly the most basic of the procedural due process rights is the right to a fair |

| hearing. An implicit requisite of this right is the opportunity to prepare an adequate

defense. Another dimension of adequate notice resulting in a fair hearing is whether
the hearing process afforded by a statute has been constitutionally applied. A statute
which is not faéially vague or overbroad may, nonetheless, be judged unconstitutional
as applied because its provisions provide inadequate notice.

Pursuant to the SDWA, the basic goals identified by the EPA are deterrence of
violations and fair treatment of regulated companies. Where the recipient of an
Administrative Compliance Order disagrees with the agency’s findings or the
reasonableness thereof, the recipient may challenge the agency’s final action by
review of the district court, a suit brought to enforce its terms, or a subsequent
administrative penalty proceeding. The latter of these two remedies can subject the
recipient to sizable penalties for disobeying the order. However, where there are
reasonable and legitimate doubts about the propriety of the compliance order, it has
been perceived of as doubtful that the Court would countenance tactics such as
approving substantially duplicative penalties. See, Solid State Circuijts v. EPA, 812
F.2d 383 (8th Cir. 1987)

In the present matter, the Petitioner is seeking judicial review of the AO of the
EPA based on reasonable and legitimate doubts as to the propriety of said Order.
Therefore, the excessive penalties for noﬁcompliance sought by the EPA in its

complaint for enforcement of its AO should in any case be rejected.

“12-
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Moreover, and administrative penaity and presumably an excessive bonding
requirement can be set aside by an appropriate federal court on the grounds that (1)
the finding of violation is not supported by substantial evidence or (2) that the penalty
and excessive bonding requirement represents an abuse of discretion as to the
amount or other matters. This is in accordance with standard principles of
administrative law where final agency action taken after a hearing is involved.

B, AQUIFER EXEMPTIONS PURSUANT TO 40 C.F.R. SECTION 144.7

Aquifers which are contaminated, otherwise unsuitable, or unlikely to be used
as drinking water may be exempted from the regulations pursuant to the SDWA. In
order to obtain this exemption, certain criteria as elaborated in 40 C.F.R. 146.4 must
be set forth. The crucial data is that the aquifer or some portion thereof:

(1) does not currently serve as a source of drinking water; and

(2) Cannot now and will not in the future serve as a source of drinking water

because:

“(a) It is mineral, hydrocarbon, or geothermal energy producing, or it
can be demonstrated by a permit applicant as a part of a permit
application to contain minerals or hydrocarbons that, considering
their quantity and location are expected to be comrﬁercially
predicable;”

Clearly in the present matter, the hearing board’s refusal to consider
Petitioner's submissions prevented Petitioner from demonstrating that JAF's Class |l
injection wells should have reasonably been exempted pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Section
144.7 Moreover during the time that said injection wells were in noncompliance, JAF
was restrained in its good faith attempts at settlement in as much as its finances were
constrained by the jurisdiction of the United States Bankruptcy Code by reason of its
corporate restructuring pursuant to its Chapter 11 Bankruptcy. Said Bankruptcy

proceedings necessarily stayed Petitioner’s ability to conform his financial obligations

-13-




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

pursuant to his settlement negotiations. The EPA was and is well aware of this and

should be estopped from using the Bankruptcy Proceedings against him at this point. |
In any case, hydrologic surveys containing relevant information about the

historic usage of the Easton Field Aquifer's water is essential to an accurate -

adjudication and must be considered relevant evidence regarding the specific usage

of this aquifer. United States On Behalf of Acoma and Laguna Indian Pueblos v.

Bluewater-Toltec Irrigation District, 806 F.2d 986 (10th Cir. 1986)

The hydrologic record of the Easton Field Aquifer is clearly indicative that it is
not the sole or principal source of drinking water in its region. USDWs are defined as
aquifers with water quality less than 10,000 milligrams per liter of total dissolved solids
(“TDS") and capable of yielding two gallons per minute of water. The attached survey
and record amply demonstrate that the water quality of the subject aquifer is
excessive of the required standards for drinking water to be safe. Furthermore,
Petitioner's discharges have had negligible effect on the water quality therein.

A'A
THE AGENCY’S COMPLIANCE AND INCREASED BONDING ORDER
MANIFESTS A PERSISTENT DISREGARD OF FEDERAL RULES.
The Agency’s compliance and bonding order reflects disregard of federal rules

in various respects. First, the AO issued by the agency suggests a failure to consider

the limited grounds for imposing its jurisdiction as set forth in Section 1423(b)(1) of the

| SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b). In light of the. statutory scheme enacted by

Congress, the EPA may only impose its jurisdiction pursuant to the SDWA upon the

|1 conditions set forth in the SDWA and for no other reasons. It is therefore incumbent
|| on the agency to clearly explain the basis for imposition and specify the statutory

| grounds relied on in making its determination. The Agency’s failure to state any

legally founded explanation for its AO applicable to the actual factual circumstances

for its AO in this case leaves Petitioner in a quandary, unable to discern whether the

-14-
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{interpret the SDWA. In its AO the agency states that Petitioner is in violation of the

of the criteria set forth in the SDWA is satisfied in the present matter. Therefore,

| Petitioner’s Class |l injection wells on the subject mineral leases, and directing the

EPA intended properly to rely on any of the grounds set forth in the SDWA or
improperly on grounds not specified in the Act.

Second, the agency’s order suggests that the Agency does not properly

SDWA and is thereby endangering the public health. However, the subject aquifer is
not a public water source in that the water contained therein is of an undrinkable

quality as codified within the ancillary laws related to this very act. Moreover, the none

original jurisdiction over Petitioner or JAF cannot be held pursuant to the SDWA.

As stated in its AO, the Agency is at best, if acting in good faith at all, acting
upon some loose interpretation of its discretionary powers in acting on behaif of the
public health and safety and in complete disregard to Petitioner's due process rights.
While the EPA's discretion may seem unfettered to some, its discretion is not limitless
pursuant to the SDWA. The agency's failure to heed the limitations ihposed by the
SDWA is Orwellian, particularly when considered in conjunction with its failure to
specify any clear and factual basis for its AO. Therefore, this AO manifests a
complete disregard of federal rules which must be corrected by granting Petitioner's
réquest for mandamus compelling revocation of the administrative order , declaratory

judgment, injunction prohibiting the wrongful application of the SDWA in regard to

dismissal of the EPA’s action to enforce its administrative order regarding Petitioner as|

an individual and JAF.

ISSUES OF LAW OF FIRST IMPRESSION.

The EPA’s AO raises new and important issues of law which have not been

addressed by this Court including the following:

-15-
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(1) Did the Agency declination of a public comment period following the
imposition of the AO and its excessive bonding requirement and failure to
allow the submission of key evidence and materials indicative of the history and
hydrological record of the use of the subject aquifer violate Petitioner’s due
process rights?

(2) Does Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) give
the EPA jurisdiction over JAF’s mineral leases even though these leases are
adjacent to an aquifer which does not fall within the defined confines of the
SDWA as shown by the historical hydrological record of subject aquifer?

(3) Does the EPA have the ability to preclude a meaningful public comment
period prior to increasing a bonding requirement by threefold and not allowing
rebuttal regarding said imposition?

(4) Is mandamus the appropriate method for review of an AO pursuant to
Section 1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b)?

(5) Is the EPA’s discretion to prosecute claims pursuant to the SDWA
narrowly circumscribed to the defined parameters of the SDWA?

(6) May constitutionally based due process rights to rebuttal and public
comment be arbitrarily ignored and dismissed by an administrative

agency to the point of ignoring evidence of defending and supportive

of the lack of Petitioner’s culpability in regard to violating the SDWA?

This Court should resolve the foregoing issues so that litigants, agencies, and

the Courts within this Circuit can understand when an agency may or may not decline
submission of evidence supportive of the innocence from wrongdoing of an accused
within the administrative law process, how exercise of the SDWA is to be conducted,

and to whom it may be directed, and how review of administrative orders pursuant to

the SDWA may best be had. Proper interpretation and application of Section
1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) and the endangerment of

drinking water sources demands guidance from this Court to avoid jurisdictional
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" necessary guidance to litigants, agencies, and the Honorable Courts with respect to

| Dated: May 13, 1996 Respectfully submitted,

disputes and to enable the federal courts to properly perform their functions in
presiding over administrative law decisions and claims in those circumstances that
Congress has seen fit to require the exercise of limited jurisdiction.
VIl
CONCLUSION.

All of the factors traditionally considered by the Court in evaluating requests for
mandamus support Petitioner's request here. Accordingly, the EPA should be ordered
to vacate its administrative compliance and bonding order and to dismiss its complaint
for enforcement thereof in its entirety. Moreover, the Court should take the

opportunity to resolve the new and important issues of law raised herein, and provide

the proper interpretation and application of the principles codified within Section

1423(b)(1) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. Section 300h-2(b) regarding the endangerment of

drinking water sources.

By: M’/%
Peﬁe\:o ){
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CROSS REFERENCES

Approval of State underground iinjection control program, revision or amend.
ment of requirements of regulation, showing of effectiveness of program
by State, see 42 USCA § 300h-4. .

Records and inspections, persons subject to requirements, see 42 USCA § 3004,

Underground water ‘source protection program defined for purpose of this
section, see 42 USCA § 300j-2. . :

LIBRARY REFERENCES

“¢h. 6A PUBLIC WATER SYSTEMS

American Digest System

Cooperation between states and United States, see States 6=4.19,
Powers reserved to states, see States €44,
Rights as to purity of natural water courses, see Waters and Water Courses ¢=64,

Encyclopedias

Concurrent or conflicting state and federal legislation, see C.J.S. States § 24,
Federal and state cooperation, see C.J.S. States § 28.

ight as to purity of water, see CJ.S. Waters § 43.
Subterranean and percolating waters; pollution, see C.J.S. Waters § 97.

WESTLAW ELECTRONIC RESEARCH

States cases: 360k[add key number].

Waters and water courses cases: 405k[add key number).
See, also, WESTLAW guide following the Explanation pages of this volume.

NOTES OF DECISIONS

Aqulifer exemption 1
Mechanical Integrity requirement 2

1. Aquifer exemption

Approval by the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency of a 6.7-acre aquifer ex-
emption to state’s underground injection
control program under the Safe Drink-
ing Water Act, to establish research and
development area in connection with po-
tential mining. of uranium, was sup-
ported by substantial evidence indicating
that aquifer was not used as source of
drinking water and was:so contaminated
by uranium that it will be economically
or technologically impractical to render
the water fit for human consumption.
Vestern' Nebraska Resources Council v
E.P.A., C.A.8, 1986, 793 F.2d 194,

2. Mechanical integrity requirement

Mechanical integrity requirement of
underground injection control rule for
Indian reservation, which required wells
pass pressure test demonstrating thal
there was no significant leak in casing,
tubing or packer, promulgated by Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, did not vi:
olate Safe Drinking Water Act and oil
company- challenging rule failed to es-
tablish that “no significant leak” require-
ment interfered with or impeded oil pro-
duction, or that there was not substan-
tial evidence 10 justify Administrator's
conclusion that mechanical integrity test
was essential to protect underground
sources of drinking water. Phillips Pe
troleum Co. v. U.S. E:P.A,, C.A.10, 1986,
803 F.2d 545.

§ 300h-2. Enforcement of program )
(a) Notice to State and violator; Issuance of administrative order; civil

action

(1) Whenever the Administrator finds during a period during
which a State has primary enforcement responsibility for under-
ground water sources (within the meaning of section 300h~1(b)(3)
of this title or section 300h-4(c) of this title) that any person who is

254

control program in such State is violating such requirement, he
shall so notify the State and the person violating such requirement.
If beyond the thirtieth day after the Administrator’s notification the
state has not commenced appropriate enforcement action, the Ad-
ministrator shall issue an order under subsection (c) of this section
requiring the person to comply with such requirement or the
Administrator shall commence a civil action under subsection (b) of
this section.

(2) Whenever the Administrator finds during a period during
which a State does not have primary enforcement responsibility for
underground water sources that any person subject to any require-
ment of any applicable underground injection control program in
such State is violating such requirement, the Administrator shall
issue an order under subsection (c) of this section requiring the
person to comply with such requirement or the Administrator shall
commence a civil action under subsection (b) of this section.

{b) Civil and criminal actions

Civil actions referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection
(a) of this section shall be brought in the appropriate United States
district court. Such court shall have jurisdiction to require compli-
ance with any requirement of an applicable underground injection
program or with an order issued under subsection (c) of this
section. The court may enter such judgment as protection of public
health may require. Any person who violates any requirement of
an applicable underground injection control program or an order
requiring compliance under subsection (c) of this section—

(1) shall be subject to a civil penalty of not more than
$25,000 for each day of such violation; and

(2) if such violation is willful, such person may, in addition
to or in lieu of the civil penalty authorized by paragraph (1), be
imprisoned for not more than 3 years, or fined in accordance
with Title 18, or both.

{c) Administrative orders

(1) In any case in which the Administrator is authorized to bring
a civil action under this section with respect to any regulation or
other requirement of this part other than those relating to— _

(A) the underground injectior of brine or other fluids which
_ are brought to the surface in connection with oil or natural gas
production, or
(B) any underground injection for the secondary or tertiary
recovery of oil or natural gas,
42US.C.A §§3001t0 300aas-13—12 255
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: subject to a requirement of an applicable underground injection




$2.§ 300h-2

he: Administrator may ‘also issue an order under this subsection
ither assessing a civil penalty of not more than $10,000 for each
ay.of violation for any past or current violation, up to a maximum
dministrative penalty of $125,000, or requiring compliance with
uch regulation or other requirement, or both.
(2) In any case in which the Administrator is authorized to bring
civil action under this section with respect to any regulation, or
ther requirement of this part relating to—
(A) the underground injection of brine or other fluids which

are brought to the surface in connection with oil or natural gas
production, or

(B) any underground injection for the secondary or tertiary
recovery of oil or natural gas,

¢ Administrator may also issue an order under this subsection
ther assessing a civil penalty of not more than $5,000 for each day
violation for any past or current violation, up to a maximum
iministrative penalty of $125,000, or requiring compliance with
ch regulation or other requirement, or both.
(3)(A) An order under this subsection shall be issued by the
iministrator after opportunity (provided in accordance with this
bparagraph) for a hearing. Before issuing the order, the Admin-
rator shall give o the person to whom it is directed written notice
the Administrator’s proposal to issue such order and the opportu-
'y 1o request,Within 30 days of the date the notice is received by
ch person, a‘hearing on the order. Such hearing shall not be
bject to section 554 or 556 of Title 5, but shall provide a reason-
le opportunity tp be heard and to-present evidence.

B) The Administrator shall provide public notice of, and reason-
e opportunity to comment on, any proposed order.

C) Any citizen who comments on any proposed order under
‘paragraph (B) shall be given notice of any hearing under this
ssection and of any order. In any hearing held under subpara-
ph (A), such citizen shall have a reasonable opportunity to be
ird and. to present evidence.

D) Any order issued under this subsection shall become effective

days following its issuance unless an appeal is taken pursuant to
‘agraph (6).

#(A) Any order ‘issued under this subsection shall state with

sonable specificity the nature of the violation and may specify a
sonable time for compliance.

3) In assessing any civil penalty under this subsection, the
ninistrator shall take into account appropriate factors, including
256
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: j jiolation; (ii ic benefit (if
* (i) the seriousness of the violation; gu) the economic efif

g;);y) :es'ulting from the violation; (iii) any hls_tf)ry of such .V_!ola-
: tions; (iv) any good-faith efforts to comply with the applicable

requirements; (v) the economic impact of the penalty on the viola-
tor: and (vi) such other matters as justice may require. -

(5) Any violation with respect to _w_hich thc? Administ::atordhas
commenced and is diligently prosecuting an action, or has ;ssueb_ an
order under this subsection assessing a pena_l'ty, shal.l not be su ject
1o an action under subsection (b) of t-h;s sectlop or s.ectfon
300h-3(c) or 300j-8 of this title, except th_at t.he foregoing llmltatlf)ﬁ
on civil actions under section 300j-8-of this title shall not apply wit
respect to any violation for which—

(A) a civil action under section 300j-8(a)(1) c_»f this title hgs
been filed prior to commencement of an action under this
subsection, or .

(B) a notice of violation under section 300j—8(b)(_l) of this
ii le has been given before commencement of an action undgr
1 .is subsection and an action under section 30(_)]—8.(3)(1) of this
title is filed before 120 days after such notice is given.

(6) Any person against whom an order is issued or who_com-
mented on a proposed order pursuant to par_agl.'_aplll (3) may file ?ln
appeal of such order with the United States stu."nct QouFl for the
District of Columbia or the district in which the violation is a.lleged
to have occurred. Such an appeal may only.b(.a filed within the
30-day period beginning on the date the order is lssueq.. Appel'lam
shall simultaneously send a copy of the appeal by certlﬁefi _mall to
the Administrator and to the Attorney General. The Administrator
shall promptly file in such court a certified copy of the record on
which such order was imposed. The district court shall not set
aside or remand such order unless there is not substantial eylder'lce
on the record, taken as a whole, to support the finding of a v_xolauon
or, unless the Administrator’s assessment of penalty or requirement
for compliance constitutes an abuse of discretion. The dls_mct
court shall not impose additional civil penalties for the same y;ola--
lion unless the Administrator's assessment of a penalty constitutes
an abuse of discretion. Notwithstanding section 300j—7(a)(2)-.of this
litle, any order issued under paragraph (3) shall be subject to
judicial review exclusively under this paragraph.

(7) If any person fails to pay an assessment of a civil penalty—

(A) after the order becomes effective under paragraph (3), or

(B) after a court, in an action brought under paragr?ph (6_)_(
has entered a final judgment in favor of the Admmlstraton_
257




CORPORATE OFFICES

9777 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 515, Beverly Hills, CA 90212 (213) 276-1895

February 10, 1992

Mr. Matthew Morris

Office of Regional Counsel

Mr. Michael R. Hollinger, Chief
Compliance/Enforcement Onit
UIiC/Onderground-Water Protection
345 Courtland Street N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30365

Re: Docket No. 4-UICC-029-89
Correction of Clerical error,
letter shall read " requesting a
hearing of Administrative Order"

Dear Mr. Morris & Hollinger:

This letter is to inform your office that I am requesting a hearing

of the Administrative Order issued to JAF 0Oil Company Inc., this
notice is pursuant to Section 1423 (c) (6) of the SWDA, and 42 0.S.C
$300-2 (2) (6). JAF 0il Company Inc. shall appeal hearing decision

if necessary to the Federal District Court of Owensboro, Kentucky if

" hearing procedure resulted in any Administrative Procedures, prejudice
and/or civil rights violations against JAF 0il Company Inc..

I shall furnish your office additional information on my request
for the hearing and proposed appeal if necessary within 7 days.

R;?ards

Pete ol



AD uo {Rev. 5/85) Summons In a Civil Action

Hnited States Bistrict Court

KENTUCKY

WESTERN DISTRICT OF
OWENSBORO DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

v. CASE NUMBER: U gsTy __'/ o0

JAF OIL COMPANY, INC.,
and PETER E. JOLLY

TO: tiame anc adcress of Defenasnt)

Peter E. Jolly . 3
22653 Margarita Drive
Woodland Hills, California 91364

I

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to file with the Clerk of this Court and serve upon

PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY (namo snd sddrese)

Regina S. Edwards

U.S. Attormey's Office

510 W. Broadway, 10th Floor
Louisville, KY 40202

an answer to the complaint which is herewith served upon you, within 20 days after service of
this summons upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgment by default wull be taken

against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.

JEFFREY 4 APPERSGil |
B ErFAEY A, APPERS s
CLERK DATE

'Q-l ; B4 A r

BY DEPUTY CLERK



- | @‘ - FILED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT dJefirey A. Apperson, Clerk

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY ,
OWENSBORO DIVISION SEP - 1 1985

_ U.S. DISTRICT COUR
WESTN. DIST. KENT U%TKY

Civil Action No. V 4’5('17«/677//2

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintifef,
V.

JAF OIL COMPANY, INC.;
and PETER E. JOLLY,

Defendants.

ett? Nt Qs Vsl Nt Vastl S N Nl Vgl nt®

COMPLAINT
The United States of America, by authority of the Attorney

Generél of the United States and through the undersigned
attorneys, acting at the request of the Administrator of the
United States Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA"), files this
complaint and alleges as follows:
A 0 _CAS

1. This is a civil action for injunctive relief and civil
penalties pursuant to Section 1423 (b) (1) of the Safe Drinking
Water Acﬁ ("SDWA"™), 42 U.S.C. §300h~-2(b), for Defendants’
violation of an Administrative Order ("AO") issued by EPA to
énforce.Part C of the SDWA. Plaintiff seeks an order compelling
Defendants to comply with the terms of the A0 issued by EPA in
accordance with Section 1423(c) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-
2(c), and civil penalties for Defendants' violation of the AO.
’laintiff also seeks an order compelling Defendant Jolly to
comply with the requirements of the SDWA and its implementing

regulations, and civil penalties for Defendant Jolly's violations



of the UIC regulations.
2. Authority to bring this action is vested in the United

States Department of Justice by 28 U.S.C. §§516 and 519, and by
Séction 1423(a)(2) and (b) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(a) (2)
and (b).

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

3. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject mntter of
this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 551331,J1345, and 1355,_as well
as Section 1423(b) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b).

4. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendant JAF
0il COmpany, Inc. ("JAF"), the owner and operator of the
underground injection wells that are the subject of this action,
because Defendant JAF was doing business in this judicial
district at all relevant times.

5. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendant
Peter E. Jolly ("Jolly"), the owner and operator of the
underground injection wells that are the subject of this action,
because Defendant Jolly was doing business in this judicial
district at all relevant times.

6. Venue is proper in this judicial dlstrlct under 28
U.S.C. §§1391(b)-(c) and 1395(a), and under Section 1423 (b) of
the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b), because-the events giving rise to
this action arose within this District.

PARTIES
7. Plaintiff is the United States of America, acting on

behalf of the EPA. Authority to bring this action is vested in



_[ -

the Attorney General pursﬁaﬂt to Section 1450(f) of the SDWA, 42
U.S.C. §3003-9(f).

8. Defendant JAF 0il Company, Iné. is a California
cerporation not authorized to do business in the Commonwealth of
Kentucky, engaged in the business of oil and gas exploratioﬁ and
production in the Commonwealth of Kentucky. JAF has been the
owner and operator of:thé subject wells within the meaning of the
SDWA and its.implenenting regulations at all times relevant to
this ACtion.

9. Defendant Peter E. Jolly is a resident of the State of
California. Defendant Jolly is President of JAF, and, upon
inforﬁation and belief, is the officer responsible for and able
to direct all activities of the corporation.

10. Each Defendant is a "person" within the meaning of
Section 1401(12) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300£(2).

11. Defendants have been the owners or operators of the
subject wells on and after June 25, 1984, the effective date of
the UIC progranm in Kentucky and are therefore, regulated under
~the UIC program.

| §IAI!IQBI_AHB_BEEQLAEQBX_EBAMEEQBK

12. Section 1422 of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-1, requires
the Administrator of EPA to list in theaFederal.Register each
state for which an underground injection control ("UIC") program
may be necessary to assure that underground injection of fluids
will not endanger drinking water sources, and to establish

- regulations for EPA administration of UIC programs in the absence



of an approved state program in a listed state.

13. The Administrator identified Kentucky as a state
requiring a UIC program. 42 Fed. Reg. 43420 (Sept. 25, 1978).

i 14. EPA promulgated regulations governing the underground
injection of fluids pursuant to Section 1421 of the SDWA, which
are codified at 40 C.E.R. §§124, 144, 145, & 146.

15. The Commonwealth of Kentucky did not submit an
application for primary enforcement responsibility of the‘UIc
program as provided in Section 1422(b) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C.
§300h-1(b).

is. Pursuant to Section 1422 (c) of the SDWA, 42 U.s.cC.
§300h-1(c), the Administrator promulgated a UIC program for the
Commonwealth of Kentucky, codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 147 Subpart
S, which requires compliance with the regulations at 40 C.F.R.
Parts 124, 144, 146 and §147.900 et seqg. 49 Fed. Reg. 20138 (May
11, 1984).

17. The federally-promulgated UIC program for the
Commonwealth of Kentucky became effective on June 25, 1984.

18. At all times relevant to this action, EPA has
administered and enforced Part C of the SDWA, Protection of
Underground Sources of Drinking Water, 42 U.S.C. §300h et seq.,
within the Commonwealth of Kentucky, puféuant.to SDWA §1422(c),
42 U.S.C. §300h-1(c), and 40 C.F.R. §147.901(a). All required
filings and submissions under the Kentucky UIC program are to be
made to the Division Director, Region IV Water Manageﬁeqt Divi-

sion, by authority duly delegated by the Regional Administrator

-4 -



of EPA Region IV.

19. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. §144.3, an existing injection
wgll is one that began injection before a UIC program was
approved or prescribed. Under 40 C.F.R. §144.6(Db)(2), wells that
inject fluid for enhanced recovéry of oil or natural gas are
classified as Class IT wells.

| 20. On June 25, 1984, pursuant to the regulations pro-
nulgated under the authority of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300f et
seqg., existing injection wells became authorizéd by rule for
operation in compliance with UIC regulations.

21. Pursuant to SDWA §1423(a) (2) and (b), 42 U.S.C. §300h-
2(a) and (b), the Administrator of EPA may bring a civil judicial
action to require compliance with the requlations at 40 C.F.R.
§§124, 144, 146 & 147, or to require compliance with an
Administrative Order issued by the Administrator pursuant to 42
U.S.C. §300(h)=-2(c), as well as to seek civil penalties for
violations of these regulations or an Administrative Order.
Section 1423 (b) of the SDWA provides that any person shall be:
subject to a civil penalty of not more than $25,000 for each day

of such violation.

22; At all times relevant to this action, Defendant JAF
owned or operated approximately 89 Class II injection wells, as
defined by 40 C.F.R. §§144.3, 144.6, 146.3 and 146.5. JAF's
oilfield operations rely on the injection of fresh water mixed

" with brine to enhance the production of oil.



23. The subject wells are located on the following leases
in Easton Field, Hancock County, Commonwealth of Kentucky: Link
Richards, Richard Mason, R. A. Richards, W. F. Burke, H. D.
Fuqua, Ida Fugqua, Smith Heirs (or Sarah Smith), Theila Richards,
Lincoln Richards, Hallie Mason, W. C. sSmith, and Oda Richards.

24. The subjectﬂmineral leases overlie a shallow aquifer
which has total dissolved solids less than 10,000 mg/l and which
is cufrently being used for human consumption. The aquifer has
not been exempted from regulation. EPA has therefore determined
that this formation is an underground source of drinking water
("USDW“) as defined by 40 C.F.R. §144.3. This USDW is the only

source of drinking water in the immediate area.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RFLIEF

(Violations of the Administrative Order)

25. Paragraphs 1 through 24 are realleged and incorﬁorated
by reference as if fully set forth below.

26.l On January 9, 1992, EPA issued an Administ:ative Order
("A0") to Defendant JAF pursuant to Section 1423(c) (3) of the
SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c)(3), to address violations of the SDWA
and the UIC regulations promulgated thereunder.

27. Defendant JAF failed to requeét a hearing in a timely
manner during the public comment period provided pursuant to
Section 1423(c) (3) (A) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c) (3) (a).

28. Defendant JAF failed to appeal the issuance of the A0

to the appropriate U.S. District Court within thirty (30) days



after its issuance as provided in Section 1423(c)(6), 42 U.S.C
§300h-2(c) (6) .

29. The A0 therefore became fully effective and enforceable
on February 8, 1992.

30. Section 1423(c)(6) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c) (6)
provides that an A0 issued under Section 1423(c) (3) of the SDWA,
42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c) (3), shall be subject to judicial review
exclusively under that paragraph. The terms of the AO are not
now subject to review.

31. The A0 found Defendant JAF had violated Section 1421 of
the SbWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h, and its implementing regulations
governing the operation of underground injection wells in 40
C.F.R. Part 144. A copy of the A0, together with proof of-public
notice and service on Defendant JAF, is attached hereto as
Exhibit A.

32. The AO requires Defendant JAF to complete the following
correétive actions to comply with the UIC regulations and the
SDWA:

a) Submit financial documents to provide evidence of
financial responsibility in an amount sufficient to have an
independent third party plug and abandon its injection wells in a
manner approved by EPA, an amount conseévatively estimated by EPA
to total $204,700.00. JAF was to make quarterly payments of
$3,337.00 ($13,350.00 per year).to EPA, beginning March 31, 1992.

b) Submit a list of all injection wells JAF owns or

operates and a completion report for each injection well by May



31, 1992.

c) Begin testing each well by means of a Mechanical
IPtegrity Test. By August 31, 1992, JAF vas to have tested 20%
of the eighty-nine (89) injection wells JAF operates.

d) By May 31, 1992, perform a step rate test on one of its
injection wells to determine the fracture préssu;e of the
injection formation. .

é) Submit to EPA annual reports on EPA form 7520-11 which
summarize the results of all available monitoring data for the
prior year (October 1 to September 30). JAF was given uptil May
31, £992, to submit the monitoring reports for 1991.

£) Bring each enhanced recovery injection well's exterior
cement requirements into compliance according to the Mechanical
Integrity Testing schedule of Paragraph 9 of the AO. JAF‘was to
have demonstrated adequate external cementing on 20% of its
eighty-nine injection wells by August 31, 1992.

g) Submit to EPA monitoring data on twelve of JAF's
temporafy abandoned injection wells, with monitoring on a semi-
annual basis beginning in May 1992 and the first monitoring
results to be submitted to EPA in June 1992.

33. Defendant JAF has failed to cgmply with any of the
requirements of the A0 set out in Paragraph 32 above.

34. Defendant JAF has been in vioclation of the AO during
the following pericds: _

a) Since April 1, 1992, for failure to make quarterly

payments in evidence of financial responsibility;



b) Since June 1, 1992, for 1) failure to submit a list of
all vells owned, 2) failure to perform a step rate test, 3)
failure to submit a completion rep&rt on all injection wells
oﬁhed, 4) failure to submit annual monitoring reports, and 5)
failure to monitor 12 temporarily abandoned injection wells;

c) Since July 1, 1992, for failure to submit monitoring
results of 12 temporarily ébandoned injection wells;

q) Since September 1, 1992, for failure to perform a
mechanical integrity test on 20% (18) of its injection wells and
failure to have exhibited adequate external cement of 20% (18) of
its iﬂjection wells; and |

e) Since December 1, 1992, for failure to plug and abandon
wells past the due date for mechanical integrity testing and not
yet tested.

35. Pursuant to SDWA § 1423(b), 42 U.S.C. ssoon-z(b)', JAF
is liable for a civil penalty not to exceed $25,000 for each day
of each such violatien.

36. ' Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Defendants
will continue to viclate the A0.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Individual Liability of Defendant Jolly For
Violations of the A0)

37. Paragraphs 1 through 36 are réalleged and incorporated
by reference as if fully set forth below.
38. Defendant Jolly is President and principal operating
officer for Defendant JAF. Defendant Jolly has been personally-
responsible for the day-to-day operations of the subject wells at

-9 -



all times relevant to this action.

39. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Defendant
Jolly has had the authority and ability to control the operations
from which this lawsuit arises.

40. Defendant Jolly has been personally involved on behalf
of JAF in all negotiafions with EPA, and has been the sole
corporate contact for all UIC regulatory matters.

41. Section 1423(b) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b),
provides: "[a]ny person who vioclates any requirement of . . . an
order requiring compliance under subsection (c)" shall be subject
to a benalty for such violation. |

42. The definition of "person" in the SDWA specifically
provides that the term "includes officers, employees, and agents
of any corporation, company, [or] association." Section 1401(12)
of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300f(12).

43. Defendant Jolly is the principal or sole shareholder of
Defendant JAF.

44; Defendant JAF has not applied for a certificate of
authority from the Secretary of State for the Commonwealth of
Kentucky or otherwise sought or obtained authorization to do
business in Kentucky as a corporation.

45. Defendant JAF has allowed ité corporate status to lapse
in the State of California periodically. 1Its status was
suspended during the following periods: from December 3, 1984 to
May 15, 1985; from March 1, 1988 until May 28, 1991; and from

August 3, 1992 to the present.



46. Defendant JAF has not operated in compliancé with
6orporate formalities required by state laws.

. 47. On October 31, 1991, Defendant Jolly represented in
correspondence to EPA that JAF had equipmenﬁ valued in excess of
$2.5 ﬁillion, 0il reserves expected to generate more than $140
million in profits, and total company assets over $15 millien.

48. Jolly made these representations to EPA in efforts to
convirnce EPA that JAF would qualify to use a financial statement
as evidence of financial respénsibility required by 40 C.F.R
§144.28(qQ). | |

49. Financial responsibility requirements provide assurance
that injection wells will be properly plugged and abandoned at
the end of their useful life or in the event they endanger a
USDW. If evidence of financial responsibility is not maintained
as required by the requlations, EPA does not have the resources
to plug and abandon such wells.

50. If a company qualifies to use a financial statement as
evidence of financial responsibility, it may avoid costs
associated with other means of satisfying the financial
responsibility requirement. Such costs typically include costs
of purchasing a performance or payment bond, or costs of
establishing a lettef of credit, each of which includes costs of
setting up a stand-by trust; or costs associated with funding a
fully-funded trust.

51. In filings with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court for the

. Central District of California, Los Angeles Division, JAF listed



corporate assets of $1 million and liabilities of $607,330.

$2. Assuming that the representations to the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court were accurate, those made to EPA constitute
f;audulent statements intended to avoid compliance with the UIC
regulations.

53. JAF is a mere instrumentality of Defendant Jolly.

54. JAF's corﬁorate.form has been used to commit a fraud or
wrong. |

55. JAF's corporate form has been used by Defendant Jolly
as a device to avoid legal obligations of complying with the UIC
progfam.

56. Defendant JAF is the alter ego of Defendant Jolly.

57. DPursuant to SDWA § 1423(b), 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b),
Defendant Jolly is liable for a civil penalty not to exceed
$25,000 for each day of each violation of the AO.

58. Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Defendant

Jolly will continue to vioclate the AoO.

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Financial Responsibility)

59. Paragraphs 1 through 58 are realleged and incorporated
by reference as if fully set forth below.

60; 40 C.F.R. §144.28(4) requiresfowners or operators of
Class II wells to maintain financial responsibility and resources
to close, plug, and abandon undérground injection operations in a
acceptable manner. Thg owner or operator is reéuired to show

' acceptable evidence of such financial responsibility.

- 12 -



61. Mr. Jolly and JAF failed to provide acceptable evidence

of financial responsibility in violation of 40 C.F.R. §144.28(d).

. 62. DPursuant to SDWA § 1423(b), 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b),
Defendant Jolly is liable for a civil penalty not to exceed
$25,000 for each day of each such violation.

63. Unless reetfaihed by an Order of the Court, Defendant
Jolly will continue to vioclate 40 C.F.R. §144.28(d).

5 o) o o E

(Submission of Annual Reports)

64. Paragraphs 1 through 63 are realleged and incorporated
by reference as if fully set forth below.

65. 40 C.F.R. §144.28(h) (2) requires owners or operators of
Class II wells to submit an annual report of all monitoring
required by the UIC regulations.

66. Mr. Jolly and JAF failed to provide any annual reports
of monitoring, in Qiolation of 40 C.F.R. §144.28.

67.‘ Pursuant to SDWA § 1423 (b), 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(Db),
Defendant Jolly is liable for a civil penalty not to exceed
$25,000 for each day of each such violation.
| 68. Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Defendant
Jolly will continue to violate 40 C.F.R. §144.28.

EIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Submission of Fracture Pressure Data)

69. Paragraphs 1 thfough 68 are realleged and incorporated

~ by reference as if fully set forth below.

70. 40 C.F.R. $§147.904(a) (2) requires owners or operators

- 13 =



of injection wells to submit acceptable data which defines the

fracture pressure of the injectien formation.

. 71. Mr. Jolly and JAF failed to submit acceptable data
defining the fracture pressure of the injection formation, in -
violation of 40 C.F.R. §144.28 & 40 C.F.R. §147.904(a)(2).

72. Pursuant to SDWA § 1423(b), 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b),
Defendant Jolly is liable for a-civil penalty not to exceed
$25,050 for each day of each such violation. |

73. Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Defendant
Jolly will continue to violate 40 C.F.R. §144.28 & 40 C.F.R.
§147.904(a) (2). |

S CLA FO
(Case and Cement of Each Well)
' 74. Paragraphs 1 through 73 are realleged and incorporated
by reference as if fully set forth below.

75. 40 C.F.R. §144.22(b) requires the owner or operator to
case and cement its existing Class II wells in compliance with 40
C.F.R. 5144.28(e), within three years of authorization of the
program. 40 C.F.R. §144.28(e) requires ownérs or operators of
enhanced recovery wells to adequately case and cement the welis.
to prevent movement of fluids into or bgtween underground sources
of drinking water.

76. Since June 25, 1987, Mr. Jolly and JAF failed to
adequately case and cement each of its existing wells to prevent

movement of fluids into or between underground sources 9f

drinking water, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§ 144.22(b) &

- 14 -



144.28(e). .

77. Pursuant to SDWA § 1423(b), 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b),
Defendant Jolly is liable for a civil penalty not to exceed
355,000 for each day of eachlsuch violation.

78. Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Defendant
Jolly will continue to violate in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§
144.22(b) & 144.28(e).

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Demonstration of Mechanical Integrity)

79. Paragraphs 1 through 78 are realleged and incorporated
by reference as if fully set forth below.

80. 40 C.F.R. §144.28(g) (2) (iv) requires the owner or
operator of enhanced recovery wells to demonstrate the mechanical
integrity of each well pursuant to 40 C.F.R. §146.8 at least once
every five years during the life of the injection well.

81. Mr. Jolly and JAF failed to demonstrate the mechanical
integrity of each of its existing wells at least once every five
years, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §§ 144.28(g) (2) (iv) & 146.8.

82. Pursuant to SDWA § 1423(b), 42 U.Ss.C. §300h-2(b),
Defendant Jolly is liable for a civil penalty not to exceed
$25,000 for each day of each such violation.

83; Unless restrained by an Order'Bf the Court, Defendant
Jolly will continue to vioclate 40 C.F.R. §§ 144.28(qg) (2) (iv) &

146.8.



PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, The United Sfates of America requests that this
Court enter judgment in its favor as follows:

(1) Permanently enjoih Defendants from future violations of
the SDWA and all regulations promulgated thereunder, and prbhibit
Defendants from injecﬁing into any well at issue until the well
is in compliance with the SDWA and all regulations promulgated
thereunder; |

(2) Order Defendants to comply with the attached A0 issued
February 8, 1992;

(3) Enter judgment.againét Defendants and in favor of the
United States for civil penalties up to the amount of $25,000 per
day of violation for each violation of the SDWA; and

(4) oOrder Defendants to undertake any remedy that
protection of.the public health may require; and

(5) Grant the United States such further relief as is just
and appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,

///4?4
LOI§/J. SCHAIFFER

Assistant Attorney General

Environment and Natural Resources
Division

United States Department of Justice

ROBERT A. KAPLAN, Trial torney

Environmental Enforcement Section

Environment and Natural Resources.
Division

P.O0. Box 7611

Washington, D.C. 20044-7611

(202) 616-8915

- 16 -



Dated: ﬁ4/?f’

MICHAEL TROOP
United States Attorney
West District of Kentucky

/ —_

Xssistant United States'ittorney

Of Counsel:

Melissa Allen Heath, Esq.
Assistant Regional Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

345 Courtland Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30365
(404) 347-2641 ext. 2267
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

e REGION [V

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLLANTA. GEORGIA 30365

- CERTIFIED MAIL
RE CEIPT REQUESTED

REF: 4WM:GP

Mr. Peter Jolly

JAF 0il Co., Inc.

9777 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 515

Beverly Hills, California 90212

Re: PFinal Administrative Order
Docket No. 4—UICC-029-§2
- The U. S. Environmental Protection Agency hereby issues
to JAF 0il Co., Inc. the enclosed Administrative Order under
Section 1423(c)(2) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA),
42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c)(2).

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact either Mr. George Ford, Compliance and Enforcement -
Unit, at (404) 347-3379 or Mr. Matthew Morris, Offlce of
Reglonal Counsel, at (404) 347 3777.

Slncerely yours,

L. =

W. Ray Cunningham, Director
Water Management Division

' Enclosure
‘cc: Mr. Matthew Morris, ORC

McCoy and McCoy Environmental Consultants, Inc.
Mr Syd Lev;ne

- Printeg on Recycled Pape-
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UNITED : .JES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT .. AGENCY
REGION IV ' '

DOCKET NO. 4-UICC-029-89
IN THE MATTER OF

« JAF 0il Company, Inc.
Beverly Hills, California

FINDINGS
AND
3 ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

A

Proéeedings under Section 1423(c)
of the Safe Drinking Water Act,

STATUTORY, AUTHORITY

The following findings are made and Order issued under the.:.. i
authority vested in the Administrator of the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency ("EPA") by Section 1423(c) of the Safe
Drinking Water Act ("SDWA*), 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c). The
Administrator has delegated the authority to take these actions
.to the Regional Administrator for Region IV, who in turn has
delegated them to the Water ManagEment\Division Director of EPA,
Region'IV. '

FINDINGS

The Director hereby finds:

l. JAF 0Oil Company, Inc. ("Respondent”) is a company
organized as a corporation under the laws of the State of
California and has its principal place of business in Beverly

Hills, California. Respondent does business in the State of
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Kentucky, but is not registered with the Kentucky Secretary of
State as a foreign corporation or otherwise authorized to do
business in the State of Kentucky as a corporation. Respondent
is a "person" within the meaning of Section 1401(12) of the

2. Respondent owns and operates approximately eighty-nine
(89) injection wellé'in Easton Field, Hancock County, Kentucky.
The subject wells are listed in Exhibit I, attached hereto.

‘3. By letter dated November 8, 1988, EPA notified
Respondent that it was in violation of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300f
et seq., and the Undergroumd?Injection Control ("UIC")
regulations promulgated pursuant to §§1421 and 1422 of the
SDWA. Listed below are the specific violations and the UIC
requlations which are being violated:

(a) 40 C.F.R. §144.28(d) and §144.52(a)(7), which requires
the owner or operator to maintain financial responsi-
bility and resources to close, plug and abandon the
injection operation in accordance with a plugging and
abandonment plan approved by EPA.

(b) 40 C.F.R. §144.28(h)(2), which requires the owner or
operator to submit annual reports to EPA summarizing the
‘results of all monitoring.

(c) 40 C.F.R. §147.904(2)(2), which requires the owner or
operator to submit data acceptable to EPA which defines
the fracture pressure of the injection information.

(d) 40 C.F.R. §§144.28(e) and 146.22, which requires the

. owner or operator to case and cement each injection well
to prevent movement of fluids into or between USDWs.

(e) 40 C.F.R. §144.28(g)(2)(iv)(a), which requires-the
owner or operator to demonstrate the mechanical
integrity of injection wells at least once every five
(5) years. '

EPA requested that representatives of Respondent be present

at the EPA office in Atlanta, Georgia, on November 30, 1988, to

show cause why EPA should not refer the violations listed above

to the U.S. Attornmey for initiation of legal proceedings.
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4. On November 29, 1988, a representative of Respon§ent
contacted EPA concerning the "show cause" meeting scheduled for
November 30, 1988. The representative stated that Respondent
_could not afford to send a representative to Atlanta, Georgia,
and requested that the meeting be céncelled, EPA agreed to |
cancel the meeting and to.suhﬁit a draft Administrative Order -
to Raspondént.' -

5. Respondent is a debtor in bankruptcy pursuant to a
petition filed in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
Central District of Californmia under Chapter 1l of the
Bankruptcy Code on June 20;-1988.

| | ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

Based on the éoregoing findings, having taken into account:
(1) the seriousness of Respondent‘’s viclations described. in
Paragraph 3 above; (2) the potential for endangerment to human
health or the environment; and (3) such other matters as justice
may require, including the administrative record, and under the
authority of Section 1423(a) of the SDWA;-42 g.s.C. §300h-2,
THE DIRECTOR HEREBY ORDERS COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF
PARAGRAPES 6§ TO 20 FOLLOWING: |
| 6. The provisions of this Order shall apply to and be
binding upon Respondent, its employees, successors, and
assigns. Notice of this Order shall Se given to any successors
in interest prior to transfer of thé ownership or operational
control of the facility. Respondent shall require as a
condition of transfer that the successor complies with all
provisions of this Order. Action or inaction of any person,

firm, contractor, employee, agent, or corporation acting under,
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through or for Respondeht/ shall not excuse any failure to fully
perform its obligations under this Order.

7. Respondent shall submit financial documents which
Jprovide evidence of financial responsibility in an amount
gsufficient to have an independent third party plug and abandén
its injection wells in Kentucky in a manner approved by EPA.
EPA presently consefv;tiyely estimates the total financial
responsibility requirement at $204,700.00. Respondent shall
gubmit a minimm of $13,350.00 per year in financial
respénsibility, in quarterly payments of $3,337.00, evidenced
by documents in the form of—4 bond with stand-by trust, letter
of credit with stand-by trust, or a fully funded trust in
lanquage comparable to that found at 40 C.F.R. §144.70. The
financial documents shall be submitted to EPA prior to the
end of each calender quarter of each year until Respondent has
submitted full financial responsibility. EPA will review the
present estimate of financial responsibility requirement
to determine its adequacy no later than three (3) years after
the issﬁance of the Order, and the amount of the scheduled
payments may be adjusted appropriately.

8. By May 31, 1992, Respondent shall submit a list of
all_thg injection wells it operates and a completion report for
each well. |

9. Respondent shall begin testing its wells for mechanical
integrity in an approved manner no later than May 31, 1992.

An approved mechanical integrity test ("MIT") sﬁall be performed
on all the eighty-nine (89) injection wells according to the

following schedule:
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20% of all wells by August 31, 1992
40% of all wells by August 31, 1993
60% of all wells by August 31, 1994
80% of all wells by August 31, 1995
100% of all wells by August 31, 1996

. Respondent may demonstrate the internal mechanical integxrity
of casing injectors and wells in which Respondent-has cemented
the tubing from top to bottom inside the existing casing
(pursuant to Paxagféph 14(b) of this Order) by conducting a
Radioactivé Tracer sﬁrvey ("RTS") or the "ADA" Pressure Test.
If éhe "ADA" Pressure Test is used, the person and/or company
conducting the test must demonstrate competence in running the
test and obtain prior EPA approval. In addition, all MITs
musﬁ be witnessed by EPA or its authorized representative.
Injection wells completed with tubing and packer shall
demonstrate inte:nal mechanical integrity by passing the RTS
or the standard annular pressure test. If the RTS is used, the
packer must be unseated prior to running the test.

External mechanical integrity shall be demonstrated by |
review of cementing records or cement bond logs to verify the
presence of adequate cemeﬁt to prevent fluid movement into or

between underground sources of drinking water ('USDWs")..

| Subsequent to the initial.demcnstration of mechanical
integrity, Respondént shall demonstrate the internal mechanical
integrity of each injection.well with tubing and packer once
every five (S5) years. |

For wells which do not have tubing and packer, Respondent

shall monitor the injection pressure and flow rate at the well
head. Readings shall be taken once a month and submitted to

_ E?A in an acceptable form every six (6) months. If Respondent

monitors and reports in compliance with this paragraph,
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Respondent shall, subsequent to initial demonstration of

-

internal mechanical integrity, demonstrate the internal
mechanical integrity of each casing injector onée every five
. (5) years. However, if Respondent fails to so monitor and
report for. any casing injector, Respondent shall demonstrate the
internal mechanical integrity of such well once every two (2)
years. o
| 10, Anf well which initially fails to demonstrate intermnal
mecﬁanical integrity shall either be reworked and pass an MIT or
shall be plugged and abandoned in accordance with a plugging and
abandonment plan approved by*EPA, within ninety (90) days of the
firét failure of an MIT. ‘
11. Injection must immediately cease at any well which
fails the inteﬁnal pressure portion of the MIT and may not be
reinitiated until that well passes an internal pressure test.
12. By May 31, 1992, Respondent shall have perfb:med a
step-rate test on one of its injection wells to determine the
fractu;e pressure of the injection formation. Respondent shall
submit the data to EPA by June 30, 1992.
. 13. By May 31, 1992, and by May 31 of each subsequenﬁ year,
'Respondent shall submit to EPA annual reports (EPA Form 7520-1i)
summarizing the results of all available monitoring data for
each injection well for the prior yeaﬁ (October 1 to
September 30).
14. The injection wells operated by Respondent must meet
the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §§144.28(e) and 146.22. These
regulations require that the owner or operator case and cement

each injection well to prevent movement of fluids into or
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between USDWs. The requirements for Respondent’s .injection

wells are as follows:

a. Wells which have a minimum of 50 feet of cement at the
bottom of casing and which pass the internal MIT will
require .no remedial casing and cementing work.

b. For wells which have at least 50 feet of cement at the
bottom of casing and do not pass the internal MIT the
operator shall either:

1. Cement:tubing from top to bottom inside the
: existing casing, or

2. Perform a cement squeeze to restore casing
integrity, or

3. Use any other technique to restore casing
integrity which is approved in advance by EPA.
-~

c. All wells must have a minimum of S0 feet of cement at
the bottom of the casing. Wells which do not meet this
requirement will require remedial cementing work. The
remedial cementing technique and workover plan must be
approved by EPA.

The requirements listed above shall enly apply to

Respondent’s existing Class II injection wells located in
the Easton Field of Hancock County, Xentucky.

Because compliance with the terms of this paragraph is
intrinsically linked to the demonstration of mechanical
integrity (Paragraphs 9 and 10 heréin), such remedial casing
. and' cementing activities shall be completed according to the
schedules given in Paragraphs 9 and 10.

15. Respondent shall monitor twelve (12) temporarily
abandoned injection or production wells. The wells to be
monitored will be selected by EPA. The. requirements for

monitoring are as follows:

a) Fluid level measurements shall be taken on a semi-annual

basis beginning in May 1992, and each May and November
thereafter.
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b) Monitoring resuits, except as noted below, shall be
reported to EPA on annual basis, due prior to June 30,
1992, for initial monitoring, and prior to December 31
of each year thereafter.

c) If Respondent determines that the fluid level in any
well is at or above the base of the surficial aquifer or
at the surface, then Respondent shall notify EPA orally
within four (4) days after it has knowledge of such
event, and shall notify EPA in writing within ten (10)
days after it has knowledge of such event.

This requirement shall apply to all temporarily abandoned
wells, including but not limited to the twelve (1l2) wells
- which are monitored. : '
Should the fluid level in any well rise to the base of the
surficial aquifer or the surface, Respondent shall take whatever
app;opriate action is required to lower the fluid level.
Appropriate action may include pumping the well to achieve the
desired lowering of the fluid level or the P&A of the well in
accordance with an EPA-approved P&A plan, and cessation of any
nearby injection. The provisions of this paragraph will be
raeviewed to determine its adequacy three (3) years after the
issuance of the Order.

GENERAT, PROVISTONS

16. This Order does not constitute a waiver, suspension or
modification of the terms and conditions of'the SDWA, UIC
-regulations or conditions of any UIC permit. Issuance of this
Order is not an election by EPA to forego any civil or criminal
action otherwise authorized under the SDWA.

17. Violation of the terms of this Order after its
effective date or date of final judgment as described in Section
1423(c)(6) of the SDWA may subject Respondent to further
enforcement action, including a civil action for enforcement of

this Order under Section 1423(b) of the SDWA, a collection under
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Section 1423(c)(7) of the SDWA, Ahd civil and criminal penalties
for violations of the compliance terms of this Order under
Section 1423(b)(1) and (2) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(b)(1)
and (2).

" 18. During the pendency of this Order, EPA shall have ;he
authority, to the extent authorized by the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. 300f£
et seg. to enter Reépondent's facility and all related locations
at reasonable times and upon reasonable notice. EPA may
request, for the purpose of examining and inspecting the
facility, any and all records, logs, contracts or othér‘
documents which EPA needs to‘asséss compliance with this Order.
EPA Shall be allowed to copy any such documents.

19. This Order is not and shall not be interpreted to be a
permit for the injection of fluids under Section 1421 of the
SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h, nor shall it in any way :elieve |
Respondent o: any obligation imposed by any permit issued
thereunder, or of Respondent’s obligation to comply with any
provision of the SDWA, its implementing regqulations or any other
local, state or federal law. Nothing contained herein shall be
construed to prevent or limit EPA‘’s rights to obtain penalties
or injunctive relief under Section 1423 of the SDWA or other.
federal statutes and regulations. .

20. If any event beyond the control of Respondent, its
successors or assigns, occurs which causes or may cause a delay
in the achievement of any requirement of this Order, Respondent
shall notify EPA orally within four (4) days of the time it has
knowledge of the occurrence of such event. A written report of
said event shall be submitted by certified mail to EPA within

ten (10) days of the date Respondent received knowledge of the
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event. Said repcrt shall.describe the viclation or failure, its
cause and all attendant circumstances, and the measure(s) tcken
or to be taken to prevent or minimize any such violat;on or
failure and to comply with the pertinent requirements of this
Order as soon as possible, and the timetable by which those

- measures are proposed to be implemented.

The burden of procicg that any violation or failure is
causcd by circumstances beyond the control of and without fault
of Rcspcndent and the length of the delay attributable to such
circumsfances, shall rest with Respondent. Financial, economic,
or business conditions or ch#nges in same, unanticipated or
incrcased costs cr expenses, or problems relating to reasonably
foreseéable technological infeasibility associated with the
implementation of actions called for by this Ordexr, shall not
relieve Respondent of any obligation imposed under the terms of
this Order, nor from payment of any penalty set forth in this
Order.

EPA will notify Respondent of its determination as to
whether such circumstances are beyond Respondent'’s control and
the extension of time, if any, for completion of the affected
requirements. Respondent shall waive.chis fight to any
extension if it fails to provide EPA with written notice as
provided herein or fails to provide adequate proof of the cause

of the delay.
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'EFFECTIVE DATE

Pursuant to Section 1423(c)(3)(D) of the SDWA, 42 U.S.C.
§300h-2(c)(3) (D), this Order becomes effective thirty (30)ldays
from issuance unless appealed pursuant to Section 1423(c)(6) of
the SDWA, 42 U.S.C. §300h-2(c)(6).

FOR THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION  AGENCY:

. 2K «

Ww. Réy Cunningham, DfYeftor
Water Management Division
U.S. EPA Region IV

[~ 9-44

Date of Issuance




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY

OWENSBORO DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
PLAINTIFF
VS. CASE NUMBER: 4:95CV-169-R
PETERE. JOLLY
DEFENDANT
ANSWER

Comes the defendant, Peter E. Jolly, in Pro Se, an individual, hereby states as follows
answers to Plaintiffs complaint.

1. Defendant admits all of paragraph 1 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

2. Defendant admits so much of paragraph 2 of Plaintiff’s Complaint but denies aﬂegaﬁon which
states section 1423 (a) (2) and (b) of the SDWA, 42 USC 300h-2 (a) (2) and (b) are the
authority to bring said action against this Defendant. .

3. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 3 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

4. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

" s Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

6. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 6 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

7. Defendant is without sufficient kﬁ0wledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 7 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

8. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 8.

9. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 9.



10. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 10 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

11. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to eénable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 11 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

12. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained m paragraph 12 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

13. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 13 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

14. Admit

15. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 15 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

16. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contaimed in paragraph 16 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

17. Admit

18. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 18 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

19. Admit

20. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 20 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

21. Admit

22. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 22.

23. Admit

24. Denied

25. Refer to Item A

26. Admit

27. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 27.

28, Admit |

29. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 29.

30. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 30 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.



31. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 31 of the complaint and the same are hereby denied.

32. Admit

33. Defendant specifically denies all of paragraph 33 of Plantiffs Complaint.

34. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 34.

35. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 35.

36. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 36.

37. Refer to tem A ‘

38. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 38.

39. Defendant admits so much of paragraph 39 of PlaintifPs Complaint.

40. Defendant admits all of paragraph 40 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

41. Defendant admits all of paragraph 41 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

42. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraph 42. |

43. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 43.

44. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 44.

45. Defendant admits to the first sentence of paragraph 45 of Plaintiff's Complaint, but is without
sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the remainder of the
allegations contained in numerical paragraph 45 of the Complaint and the same are hereby
denied.

46. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 46.

47. Defendant admits to paragraph 47 of Plaintifs Complaint.

48. Defendant adﬁﬁts-to paragraph 48 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

49. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to enable him to form a belief as to the truth of the
remainder of the allegations contained in paragraph 49 of the Complaint and the same are
hereby denied.

50. Defendant admits each and every allegation contained in paragriph 50.

51. Defendant admits to paragraph 51 of PlaintifP’s Complaint.

52. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 52.

53. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 53.



54. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 54.

55. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 55.

56. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 56.

57. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 57.

58. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 58.

59. Refer to Item A |

60. Defendant admits to paragraph 60 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

61. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 61.

62. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 62.

63. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 63.

64. Refer to Item A '

65. Defendant admits to paragraph 65 of Plantiff’s Complaint.

66. Defendant admits to puagraph 66 of Plamtiff’s Complaint, but denies any violation of CFR
144.28. |

67. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 67.

68. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 68.

69. Refer to Item A

70. Defendant admits to paragraph 70 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

71. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 71.

72. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 72.

73. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 73.

74. Refer to Item A

75. Defendant admits to paragraph 75 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

76. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 76.

77. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 77.

78. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 78.

79. Refer to Item A

80. Defendant admits to paragraph 80 of Plaintifs Complaint.

81. Defendant speciﬁcally denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 81.

82. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 82.



83. Defendant specifically denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 83.

ITEM.”A”.  All allegations contained in paragraphs 25, 37, 59, 64, 69, 74, and 79 of Plaintiff’s
Complaint, see answers as supplied above.

FIRST DEFENSE
Plaintiff’s complaint is barred from recovery of damages based on the doctrine of laches.

SECOND DEFENSE
Plaintiff’s complaint is barred from recovery of damages based on the doctrine of waiver/estoppel.

THIRD DEFENSE
Plaintiff’s complaint is barred from recovery of damages based on the Plaintiff’s failure to state
facts sufficient to state a cause of action against Defendant, Jolly.

'WHEREFORE, this Defendant, Peter Jolly individually respectfully pray the Court for a Judgment
as follows:
1. The PlaintifPs Complaint be dismissed with prejudice and that the Plaintiff take nothing by
way of its Complalint;
2. That Plaintiff provide attorney’s fees and costs to Defendant necessitated by defense of
this action;
3. For other and such further relief as this Honorable Court may deem appropriate.

the 43 day of May, 1996. ﬁ m
L b
2600 T Ave,
Owensboro, Kentucky 42301
Telephone: (800) 995-7797




Certificate of Service

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Answer was this day served
upon the Honorable Regina S. Edwards, U.S. Attorney’s Office, 510 W. Broadway, 10th Floor,
Louisville, Kentucky 40202, attorney for Plaintiff; John McCarty attomey for Defendant Jaf Qil
Company, Inc. P.O.Box 189 Hawesville, Kentucky 42348; Robert A. Kaplan, Trial Attomey,
Environmental Enforcement Section, Environment and Natural Resources Division, P.O. Box
7611, Washington, D.C. 2004407611; and Melissa Allen Heath, Esq., Assistant Regional
Counsel, U.S. Enyjronmental Protection Agency, 345 Courtland Street, N.E. , Atlanta, Georgia

30365; on this /5 day of May, 1996. p _
Peter Eﬂéﬂy /




APPENDIX

GOVERNMENT ENVIRONMENT HYDROLOGY
TESTS FOR HANCOCK COUNTY AREA WATER WELLS
INDICATING WATER UNFIT FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTION

ROGER BASINGER |
ENVIRONMENTALIST REGISTERED SANITARIAN
GREEN RIVER DISTRICT HEALTH DEPARTMENT

'HANCOCK COUNTY, KENTUCKY

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
US, GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
DONALD C. HANEY
DIRECTOR AND STATE GEOLOGIST
A COMPILATION OF GROUND WATER QUALITY
DATA FOR KENTUCKY



- A COMPILATION OF
GROUND WATER QUALITY
DATA FOR KENTUCKY

U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

N Open-File
' ' Prepared in cooperation with Reporf
KENTUCKY GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
80-685

* Donald C. Haney, Director and State Geologist
UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY
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MAP

14.

15.
16.
17.
18.

19.

20,
21,

22.
238.

. 28,
26.
28.
29.
31.

2.
33.

35,
36,

STATION NUMBER

374221086404701
374512086483501
3T74734006423001

‘375002086473301

3750510086531701

375124086405001
375257086444501
375327086402401
375328086402401
375332086395401

375333086412101
375334086414001
375334086534801
375343086413701

375345086401501
375350086402001
375353086403101
375406086444901

375424086564101

375452086465901
375546086465801

375551086462601
375602086472401
375604086472701
375612086535801
375613086535701

375614086464001
375620086515501
3756460866590 1
375704086510801
375713086471301

375725086521001
37573608651520.1
375738086512301
375811086485601
375835086475401

LOCAL
JDENT~
I~
FIER

Jeo EASTON
Jeo STEVENS
Re ASHWORTH
Ao SHAFER
W. MOORE

£+ HENNING
We HENDRICK
A+« SHEARN
Ae. SHEARN
A+ SHEARN

M. EWBANKS

We KRAFT PAPER CO.
S. BAKER

WEST COR CORP.

B.C. RUSSELBURG
Co IRELAND

B. IRELAND

He HINES

Z0GG OIL CO.

R. BANKS
E. SALMS

C. JENNINGS

C. JENNINGS

CITY OF LEWISPORY
MUNICIPAL

He MASON

He THRASHER

Je BEAUCHAMP
we. KIRKPATRICK
S. SWITZER

HARVEY ALUMINUM CO..

Je SIPAS

He HUBBARD

Ce« HENNING

Je MCKINNEY

DATE
OF
SAMPLE

54-05-05
54-05~05
54~05-06
54-05-07
54-05-12

54~05-07
54-05-07
55-08-25
54=05-04
55-08-24

55~08-24
66-03-28
S4-07-20
66-06-22
68-05-24

55~08-01

55~-08-25

55-08-25
51-10-05

56-04-30

58-03-05
70-10-11
70-10-19
55-08-31
55-08-31

55-08-31
55-08-31
55-08-31
58-03-05
51-10-05

55~08-31
55-09-09
55-08-31
55-09-08
55-09-01

68-05-24
55-09-09
55-09-07
55-09-01
55-09-01

HANCOCK COUNTY

GEO~
LOGIC
UNIT

332CSTR
324TRDR
324CSVL
324TROR
324TROR

3327sP6
324CSVL
11207TSH
1120TSH
1120TSH

1120TSH
1120RLT
324TROR
1120RLT
1120RLY

111ALVM
1120TSH
11207TSH
1120TSH
1120TSH

1120TSH
332BTHL
332BTHL
1120TSH
1120TSH

1120TSH
1120TSH
1120TSH
1120TSH
1120T5H

1120TSH
320PSLYV
1120TSH
1120TSH

1120TSH

111ALVM
1120TSH
1120TSH
1120TSH
1120TSH

375

ELEV.
OF LAND
SURFACE

DATUM

(FT.

NGVD)

(72000)

405.00
390.00

395.00
395.00
395.00

410.00
395.00
425.00
403.00

400.00

403.00
405.00

DEPTH
OF .
WELL»
TOTAL
(FEET)
(72008)

4l
77
60
86

110

55
47
7
37
80

56
103
109
113
113

60
92
70
110
110

110

DEPTH
T0 TOP
OF
SAMPLE
INTER-~
VAL
(FT)
(12015)

OEPTH
7O 80T~

TOM

OF

SAMPLE
INTER=

VAL

(FT)
(72016)

77

110
55

37

109
113
113

70
55
56
69

OENSITY
(GM/7ML
AT
20 C)
(T1820)

PH

(UNITS)
(00400)

5.9
6.7
Te4

6.8

Te2
6.9

. e o o 0 o )
NG NONUVES N

-~ O
e o o
nNo &




DATE
OoF
SAMPLE

54-05-05
54=05-05
54~-05-06
54~-05~-07
54=-05-12

54=-05-07
54=05-07
55-08-25
54=05-04
55-08~24

55-08-~24
66-03-28
54=07-20
66-06-22
68-05~24

$5-08-01
55-08-25
55-08~25
51-10-05
56-04-30

58-03-05
70-10-11
70-10-19
55-08-31
55-08-31

55-08-31
55-08-31
55-08-31
58-03-05
51-10-05

55-06-31
55=09-09
55-08-31
55-09-08
$5-09-01

68-05-24
55-09-09
55-09-07
55-09-01

TEMPER=-
ATURE
(DEG C)
(00010)

13.8
14.4
1404
14.4
13.3

13.8
13.8
13.8
13.8

15.0
12.7
14,4
13.3
14.0

14.0

13,3

14.4
1’5.0
l4.4

l14.4
15.5
15,0
l4.%
15.0

15.5
15.0
15.0
13.8

16.0
15.0
14.4
15.5

SILICA,
DI1S-
SOLVED
(MG/L

AS
sio2)

({00955)

22

IRON

(UG/L
AS FE)
(71885)

1200
2000
1000
510
470

4600
80
740
1300
170

190
90
740

140
320

. 410
5400
2500

3800
160
11
70
4000

120
, 880
490
310
100

2700
5800

9500
1300

500
170
160
280

IRON
D1S-
SOLVED
{uG/L
AS FE)
(01046)

MANGA=~
NESE
{UG/L
AS MN)
(71883)

HANGOCK QOUNTY

MANGA-
NESE » CALCIUM
D1s- DIS-

SOLVED  SOLVED
(we/L (MG/L

AS MN) AS CA)
(01056) (00915)

- 9.0
-- 22
-- 60
S T
- 110
-- 1300
- 1000
- 77
-- 94
-- 56

MAGNE~
STuM,
ol1s-

SOLVED

(MG/L

AS MG)

(00925)

2.9
8.7

SODIUM»
DIsS-
SOLVED
(MB/L
aS NA)
100930)

4,9
13

POTAS-
STUM,
DlIS~-

SOLVED

(MG/L

AS K)

(00935)

«7

8ICAR-
BONATE
(MG/L
AS
HCO03)
(00440)

272
3688
Sls

72
482

38
78
226
224
274

300
128
546
140
239

300
316
366
382

342
165
185
242
134

295

32
220
335
392

305
570
304
407
303

180
352
117
406

ALKA~-
LINITY
(MG/L
AS
CaCO03)
(00410)




DATE
oF
SAMPLE

54-05-05
54-05-05
564=05-06
54=05-07
S4=-05-12

54-05-07
54=-05-07
55-08-25
S4-05-04
55-08-24

55-08-24
66-03-28
54-07-20
66~06-22
68-05-24

55-08-01
$5-08~-25
55-08-25
S1-10-05
56-04-30

$8-03-05
70=10~11
70-10~-19
55-08-3]
55-08-31

55-08-31
55-08-31
55-08-3]
58-03-05
51-10-05

55=-08=-31
55=09-09
55=08-131
55=-09-08
55=-09-01

68-05-24
$5-09-09
55-09-07
55-09-01
55-09-01

SULFATE
D1S-
SOLVED
(MG/L

AS 504)

(00945)

23
233
693

Se6
3.1

o2
40
15

8.2
4.1

37
17
.2
17
14

22
28
20
155
91

9%
560
41
26
13

18
2l
26
45
46

15
2+5

8,4
19

47
17
18
12
18

CHLO~
RIDE»
DIS-
SOLVED
(MG/L
AS CL)
(00940)

7.0

6.5
188

6.2
30

11
6.5
3.0
3.8
4.0

2.0
S.0
64
4.5
8.0

7.0

6.0
16
48
150

114
31000
29000

30'6
2.2

27

3.6
4.1

4.6

FLUO-
RIDE,
1] §-3J
SOLVED
(MG/L
AS F)
(00950)

el
ol
o2
ol
8

el
el
Y4
o2
el

2
o2
9

IODIDE»
DIS-

" SOLVED

(MG/L
as I
(71865)

6.

BROMIDE
01S~
SOLVED
(MG/L
AS BR)
(71870)

HANCOCK OOUNTY:

NITRO-
GEN»
NITRATE
D1S-
SOLVED
{MG/L
AS NO3)
(71851)

ml-O'

*50
35
1.9
«20

10
Se7
4.9
6.7

«30

9.6
2.5
1.5
le6
16

4.6
9.9

4.1

+60
7.8
4.9

6.3
5.2
5.9
1.0
15

Sel
13
12

160

7.7

3

NITRO-
GEN+
NITRATE
DIS-
SOLVED
(MG/L
AS N)
(00618)

PHOS~-
PHORUS »
TOTAL
(MG/L
AS P)
1{00665)

SOLIDSs
RESIDUE
AT 180
'DEG. C
01s-
SOLVED
(MG/L)
(70300)

66
183

648
754

54900
, 51500

HARD=
NESS
(MG/L
AS
CACO3)
(00900)

224
460
1072
49
91

34
90
190
193
212

283
124
138
134
224

286
291
35¢0
458
2715

422
5900
4600

208

132

259

57
207
307
366

270

424
272
344
270

197
317
119
5717
240

HARD=-
NESS»
NONCAR-
BONATE
{MG/L
CACO3)
(00902)

3
27
S

0

7
19
20
28

40

32

50
144
172

142
5800
4400

10
22

17
31
27
32
45

20

23
10
22
S0
29
23
244
17

SPE-
CIFIC
CON-
DucT-
ANCE

(MICRO-
MHOS)

(00095)

465
992
2410
161
844

96
240
3rs
392
432

533
291
997
250
435

586
569
670
976

1020
65600
64700

426
324

469
155
401
610
660

502
804
s21
621
557

428
603
261
1350
AT3
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« Cablno; for Human Resources
LAB-507 (Rev. 9-81)

Authorized Collector

Sample Collection Date

an >

@/ﬁgﬁfé

£

Sample Seq. No.

S TG IS p7 BT

5'//)?‘ glolo

Where sample was take
1) ' /\ /4 A ;ﬁ]}

W‘ter‘tdentuﬁcatlon NUIZIZ:’L/ ;{ 0%0? ?5 (47

2) Address: Pr - /‘ & Coonty: w4 41’24’;
i (9 .

3) City: ;&"7:5‘3 _ Phone: _ /& ;_ﬁ('

Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm . Totai " ppm Free

ph of sample Temperature of ﬁmple Preservative Used

Collector's _{gz —

Remarks: { OA) /f%ﬁ /7/)&7/ Yo

O Public | CheckA aropriate Boxes ’ Source of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory

' 0w quEst (] Swimming pan (Submit another sample)
3 Semi- d _ Pool (] Broken - Leaked
Public (O Milk Program %ﬁ;}') /,_% W [0 Sample not dated
7" el [J FHA-VA esample’ 3 Cistern / O Insufficient quantity

] __Pﬂx_g]_e,/‘ (O Adoptive [ Other: @ ] Received later than 48 hours
: Child Home ’ er after collection

~— — ) : 3 Not authorized collector

excessive delay before sample processing.

{0 Sample was received’ more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours af‘ter collection. Results may be invalid due to

1form Organisms Present

E coli not present.

Fecal Coliforms per 100 mi.

initial Analyst R L Final Analyst
Date & Time §-/n. 7¢ 2@77 Date & Time _§~

Membrane Filter Procedures Coliform Veriﬁcation
Results ] Negative for Coliform Organisms # Colomes h LST BG LB
and RCo/nfluent Growth Verified h.
-z
Remarks ] Too Numerous to Count -

n

initial Analyst j ‘Final Analyst
Date & Time. ['lﬂgé& Date & Time

P
rgg

/OO0,

#* Amount Filtered

" Fecal Streptococcus per 100 mi.

Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time . Date &\Time Date & Time
* Most Probable Number Method | Heteratrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal “®Dilution Count Plate Countml.
per 100 mi. Coliforms Read
per 100 mi

(Completed) L ]
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time _Date & Time _

Other Test Results:




'"Cabinet for Human Resources
LAB-507 (Rev. 9-91) .

Aut._horiz_ed Collector _

lt\’\"

WATER: BACTERIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS REPO
;_g%m »/%V, Y48

(Sngnat and T‘tle) ﬁ’ /STLQA Vg /‘\/
Sample Collection Date  Sample Time Date Laboratory Regg'vd  Time Recelved ~ Sample No. Sample Seq. No.
LF129191591 481/ 157] 1s1/lolds]] [solo 7
Where sampl
1) 7/VW,/ ' Water Identification hllumber /#/ -N549-95 // )

2) Address:

e ken:
_ %j’/ﬁ,ﬁl—r

750 rridE [l

k/ ‘Q:'uqty.

3) City:

Foratcvi// s /f@ F2324 3

CoTAL

276~ 5055

~Chlonne Resudual at Collection: ppm

. ,.@one:

_ Tota. ppm

Free

ph of sample Temperature of Sample Preservative Used _
SRS 270D (S )
Remarks: 7/1(/’/0_9
0 Public Ch_eck Appropriate Boxes té of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
Doctor’s Request) [ Swnmmung E] Stream (Submit another sample)
d Semi- ELRadnauon Pool [J-sxnpounded [7] Broken - Leaked
Public [0 MiTk Program ] Water— Spring ) (0 Sample not dated
LT ] FHA-VA ‘D’Rﬁrﬁﬁ—l—\eb Eﬁ;l ™ O Insufficient quantity
E[Private \ {0 Adoptive [ Other: 0 well [J Received later than 48 hours
= Child Home [ Pther after collection
O Not authorized collector

excessive delay before sample processing.

[0 Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may be invalid due to

Membrane Filter Procedures SR )R s coliform Verification
Results egative for Coliform Organismis # Colonies LST BGLB
- = Verified 24h, 48 h. 24 h. 48 h.
- |and L] ConfruentGrowth—
Remarks ] Too Numerous to Count hat
O Coliform Organisms Present Inital Analyst Final Analyst
I TTT] Coliforms/100 mi. Datg.& Time Date & Time
O E coli present — .
By Amount Filtered / o0
O E. coli not present <
lmtlal Analyst A Final Analyst
Date & Time 4-4. Date & Time _;4 2§
Fecal Coliforms per IOO-ml. _ Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.
initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time —W Date & Time Date&Time .
- Most Pfobable Number Method . Heterotrophic Plate Couns’
Total Coliforms Fecal "f*Diluti on Count Plate Countml.
per 100 ml. Coliforms “Read
per 100 ml
(Completed) . .
Initial Analyst Final Analyst initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time

Other Test Results:




»

‘Cabinet for Human Resources .o

LAB-507 [Rev. 9-91) . o
) ol .

Authorized Collector

Sample Collection Date Sample Time Dat Laboratory"ft.e"é‘vd *  Time Received Sample No. Sample Seq. No.

gt

J

SIUL ST LNASD L 51/ b Is1s]L 110l

—
-’

Where sample was taken

1

001 (/L YL .Eater Identification Number: Z% ﬁfjffr//fﬁ

2) Address: ' 2 ? 2 S ." M/[ Mﬂ [CL/ coumy , ,Z/z%y /I JCK“"
3) Gity: 7 Fords yille ﬁ/gQZ{gi Frone:. _ 29 -573d

Chlorine Resndual at Collecuon ppm _ - Totai L ooppm ____ - Free

ph of sample _ : Temperature of Sample = Preservative Used
Collector’s '

Remarks: =5 A/[// //'[071_ / = )‘L}%ﬂ _ _

O Public C EffA ropriate Boxes qur_ce.of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory

3 Semi- y Pool pounded [0 Broken- Leaked
Public ] Milk Program 0 Water a9 [ Sample not dated
— (] FHA-VA [J Resample 0 Cistern O Insufficient quantity
[J-Private - {1 Adoptive {J Other: 0 Well [ Received later than 48 hours
" . Child Home C] Other after collection

octor’s Request. [ Sw1mmmg (Submit another sample)

[0 Not authorized collector

O Sample was recewed more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may beinvalid due to

excessive delay before sample processing. D h,
< —
' Coliform Verification
Results # Colonies LST BGLB
Verified 24 h. 48 h. 24 h. 48 h.
and .
Remarks (O Too Numerous to Count
- C'OI'fom_‘ Organisms Present Initial Analyst Final Analyst
[TT 111 Colitorms/100 mi. Date & Time Date & Time
-
O E. coli present -
. Amount Filtered /ﬁo
(] E coli not present ‘ . T
Initial Analyst Final Analyst /A0 _ _ ’
Date & Tlmz S /f 94l Date & Time 4 =//-75 7»;./_7
Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. f Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst ‘Final Analyst
Date&Time — . Date&Time — . _ Date&Time _______ Date&Time
Most Probable Number Method ' 1° E\ 77 Heterotrophic Plate Count -
Total Coliforms Fecal *Dilution Count Plate Count/ml.
per 100 mi. —— Coliforms ~"Read
per 100 ml -
(Completed) . ) _
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date&Time ______ Date&Time ___ _

Other Test Results: -




Cabinet for Human Resources
LAB-507 (Rev. 9-91)°

WATER BAC1

Authorized Collector

Sample Collection Date  Sample Time

-
Date Laboratory Rec'vd

m‘“‘&&

7

/A

“Sample Seq. No.

Time Received

Sample No.

-

D

Jslorn S u/ 1/

O

9{ &2

)

Where sam ple was :l:;

lirod 5

A

1)
Ve trnst r/u@,

., ater Identification Number: /(4/) /)_YD? 74;{ 1 2

2) Address: < _;lsounty ) %7]?77/[ 7 [)"’,ﬂ
2 Giy: Eh_ﬁ/) nIsille Moy 2383 ['wone: 278 “3000 |
Chlorine Residual at Collection: ‘ppm Totai j ppm Free
ph of sample Temperature ofSa /r_erIe Preservative Used
Collector’s /
Remarks: ; Yy Wf// @ /4‘ 7.)}9 i
' Public Check Apprdpriate Boxes Source of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
' [Q-Doctor's Request [ Sw:mmmg [ Stream (Submit another sample)
0 Semi- O ‘RSBTE‘tTéF'g . Pool _ O !mpounded [] Broken - Leaked

Public [ Milk Program HWater? [ Spring [0 Sample not dated

T [ FHA-VA (J-Resample O Cistern O Insufficient quantity

[} Private” {0 Adoptive J Other: LT Well__: [] Received later than 48 hours
N Child Home [] Other after collection
_— [0 Not authorized collector

excessive delay before sampie processing.

O Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may ‘be invalid due to

Membrane Filter Procedures

Results [] Negative for Coliform Organisms
and Confluent Growth
Remarks.

(J Too Numerous to Count

[ E. coli not present

A .-

_ Coliform Verification
# Colonies

LST
Verified 24 h. 48 h,
Yot . 2
ey =z
7 )
Initial Analyst = .Final Analyst
Date & Time —6‘ /// Date & Time
5 Amount Filtered /C)O '

[
initial Analyst Final Analyst A e

Date & Tumz g /C' /-, Date & Time S - 7S 2/4‘7‘7

Fecal Coliforms per 100 mi. Fecal Streptococcus per 100 mi.

Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst

Date & Time Date & Time - Date & Time Date & Time

" Most Probable Number Method \ 1’ Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal . ¢ Dilution Count Plate Countml.
per 100 mi. Coliforms Read
per 100 ml

(Completed) L '
initial Analyst Final Analyst Anitial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time

Other Test Results:

- - oy P

[N




Zabinet for Human Resources
LAB-507. (Rev. 9-91)

™ 14 946D

Authorized C_ollector

(Slgnature and Title)™ *

"<

@/ién?

Sample Collection Date Sample Time Date Laborato*Re ‘vd ﬁme Received SampleNo.  Sample Seq. No.
b /. ‘g 1 . 7 .

N5/ G ISTAN O A5 [ TAS1 (A daapl |||

Where sample was taken e

1) _ jzm r* Water Identification Number: /% /ﬂ/ﬂ' 75_&4 |

2) Address: ' ’ L L /ﬁ/#ﬂa@‘\ , County: %WW{
3) City: ) }MM A, ZZ:{Q;Z *’Phone L 7-%5y g:d:

Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm 4 TotaP AT 5om . Free

ph of sample Temperature of Sample ___ R - - Preservative Used

Collector’s , M

Remarks: ' / /; M)

[ Public Sourcéof Sample Specimen Unsatisfactor

' O Swimming [JStream {Submit another sample)
O Semi- adtatior Pool [} Impounded O Broken - Leaked
Public O Mllk Program O water D'Spring [] Sample not dated
] [0 FHA-VA J Resample % 3 Insufficient quantity
: @ ] Adoptive (O Other: J O Received later than 48 hours
" Child Home : . l___lgther _ after collection
—_— [0 Not authorized collector

[J Sample was received more than 30-hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may be inv?lid dueto
excessive delay before sample processmg Lo L

H 7 ’ v .
Membrane Filter Procedures ' . croT Coliform Verificatio'n'

Results [ Negative for Coliform Organisms # Colomes ' BGLB
Verified

-~ 4 : 4h. agh.
and wlu/ent Growth ?,(; .
Remarks ] Too Numerous to Count VMM ;g&- ,/—4/
7
Tt isms P t
_g«{b iform OI.'gamsms resen Initidt Analyst 6 e %jmal Analyst .?/éj/
LT I FColiforms/100 ml. Date & Time Date & Time 5-/" 1?' :
— e Amount Filtered _r%
~ L E coli not pre% '///V’ . i ! ~
Initial Analyst ifial Analyst .
Date & Tnm! 5 = Z/ g C _ Date & Tm!e w

Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. Fecal Streptococcus per 100 mi.

Initial Analyst ‘Final Analyst — inital Analyst - Final Analyst -

Date & Time _— Date & Time _— sDate&Time ___ Date & Time

Most Probable Number Method " ' Hgterbtrophii:'Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal Dilution Count Plate Count/m!.
per 100 ml. Coliforms . Read
: ' per 100 ml

{Completed) . ]
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time ——— —  Date&Time — Datg-& Time —__ Date & Time _ .

Y
—

Other Test Results:

b
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LAB-507 (Rev. 9-91) * .
ALYSIS REPORT

Sample Collection Date  Sample Time Date Laboratory Rec’vd  Time Received Sample No. Sample Seq. No.

Jstola %“W’W'ﬁ‘f’?j/ platsl[ [oh [o

Where sample was taken: |
1) - Losse_ m P r S ' Water Identification Number: /% ﬂf/} % 2_
1/7—,5—/7"5}2"\/,’ 8 Coumy /%VW/’L

2).Address: 3 3/) S
Cyor¢ Y| il = 2 24 ~ 30 12

Authorized Collector __.

3 City: ___ F'ér/(f 79 1‘

Chiorine Ressdual at.Collection: ppm ___ Totai . ppm . . Free
ph of sample Temperature of Sample Preservative Used
Collector’s - lfcég / /
Remarks: 53 z{égw D# j /,{/ﬁp //)4@(4/}144% \
[ Public Check Appropriate Boxes ' Sourd®of Sample Specimen Unsat!s'factory
[{] Doctor’s Reques O Swumming“»- -0 Stream (Submit another sample)
0O Semi- L RATIATO "~ Pool O !mpounded (O Broken - Leaked
- Public D Milk Program [ water {J/5pring [0 Sample hot dated
T~ ] FHA-VA O Resample O Cistern - O Insufficient quantity
[al fﬁvate ™~ O Adoptive 0 Other: i Well ™~ [ Received later than 48 hours
| R Child Home [T-Ottrer after collection
~ | _ [ Not authorized collector
O Sample was recewed rore than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may be invalid due to
excessive delay before sample processing. Cirr i k. .
- Membrane Filter Procedures . Coliform Verification
Results [ Negative for Coliform Organisms # Colonies 44\19@_ BGL YQ‘L"(
' Verified 24 h
and __Q(onﬂuent Growth B errme A ,_/ 24h. i h
. -G
Remarks {0 Too Numerous to Count e L‘W \b\
— -

. . - . "\D %
ke gany Initial Analyst ? Final Analyst‘g 4 P
[:ED:D Coliforms7100 ml. Date & Time ‘é"/ / i Date & Time 2 2~ %

2 Amountfiltered __ /L0

Initial -"-"“u —t —fIfal Analyst £ & ~

Date & Time ) Zoate Time < .4/-74 ?g)_'/?

Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. - _ _ Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.

Initial Analyst ¢ Final Analyst ’ ;, We~dnitialAnalyst Final Analyst

Date & Time Date&Time .  Date&Time ...~ Date&Time

Most Probable Number Method ) ' Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal \ Dilution Count Plate Count/mi.
per100ml. Coliforms ___ " Read '
. ’ per 100 ml -

(Completed) . ‘
initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time ————— Date & Time —————|Date&Time _________ Date&Time ____

Other Test Results:




for Human Resources
LAB-507 (Rev 9-91)

BAY 15 157

WATER BACFERIO AL ANAHLSlS R / ' 3 3

Authorized Collector Apne C et _San. No
(Sagna&lre and Tiye) (7 / 7 tlo J\?’
Sample Collection Date  Sample Time Date Laboratory Rec’vd  Time Received Sample No. Sample Seq. No.

.

i’y

LASTA 717157 L 71510 [lo [7is1L 18lefof]
Where sample was taken: ' Lo .
1) f/v/y/,Le \ A 7’0!’7 ‘Water Identification Number: . o "'-/'7 /‘1 / é,
.. , ~—
2) Address: ?’-??/) /~ Jp 7L @E\ W esunty: /%797'/ (,Jf’/b
3) City: W &/-‘ : <] “Bhone: _ Aot L
Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm L_ Totai : ~.ppm Free
ph of sample : Temperature of Sample | Preservative Used
Collector’s ~ 7 An |
Remarks: Yatsrd), _
3 Public Chéck Appropriate Boxes Source of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
'; ' D@or s Request > [] Sw:mmmg [ Stream (Submit another sample)
O semi- O Radtation [FImpounded ] Broken - Leaked
Public D Milk Program Ma_ter pring [0 Sample not dated
e : A %ﬁsample ﬂcustem O Insufficient quantity
: Q_EQXQ‘S)— ] Adoptive [ Other: E]’Well , [ Received later than 48 hours
Child Home after collection
O Not authorized collector

excessive delay before sample processing.

(O Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may be invalid due to

' Other Test Results:

Membrane Filter Procedures’ f Coer Coliform Verification
Results [0 Negative for Coliform Organisms # Colonies LST 8GLB
and Ko/nfluent Growth erified / 24 h. ﬁ? 24 h. 48 h.
{ / ﬁ_ _,,k-:'-“
Remarks [ Too Numerous to Count é M2 Y/ o —
- ..f/ .
__&o(f:: Organisms Present / /7 ) v e
- Inisial Analyst / 1] XY Final Analyst o
Coliforms/100 ml. Da&e &Time /7 ‘ j Date & Time /“"’/
E. coli present - 3
- — Amount Filtered /00
- coli not present re .
Initial Analyst _ Final Analyst -
Date &Tlmg - L Date & Time f'/[— Z ) ZM
Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. Fecal Streptococcus per 100 mi.
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time
Most Probable Number Method e ' Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal “*Dilution Count Plate Count/ml.
per 100 ml. Coliforms Read
per 100 mi
(Completed) - .
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time _ Date & Time -|Date & Time  _ Date & Time _

>




¢ Cabinet for Human Resources

“p:(

19 L2t

LAB-507 (Rev. 9-91) N
‘ WATER B LOGICA LYSIS REPORT N
Authorized Collector _ 2 & R+ Z;ég /CJ %ﬁ%l
‘ (Signature ap/d Title) = J /7 4 / & f
Sample Collection Date Sample Time Date Laboratory Rec’vd Time Received “Sample No. Sarﬁpie Seq. No.

pl5lolzlgls

-

O

110

51/l [9157]| 151010

i)

Where sampl <1=\was ken
1) 27

/[QE/M/

—

/% 0507

2) Address: //5*4 % J’o’ Calbod Code Rd

7577

3) Gity:

'—0}"/§ (////9 %VZ TS ;E;ne.

X
Water Identification N
"By Z;n%e-/ﬂﬁw/

Chlorine Resudual at Collection: ppm
ph of sample_

Temperature of Sample

Totai L Free

" Preservative Used

ppm

Collector’s
Remarks: }/[/ W-@Z(/ W ///7(// < 6}/2/%0[2
O Public MQQroénate Boxes Source of Sample Spécimen Unsatlsfactory
' [ Doctor's Request ] Swimming [ Stream (Submit another sample)

3 Semi- (F-Radiati Pool [J Impounded ] Broken - Leaked

Public 3 Milk Program [ Water [ Spring [J Sample not dated

- (] FHA-VA (0 Resample D,Ci.stefn 0O Insufficient quantity
ﬁP’ivaté_ (0 Adoptive J Other: (G( O Received later than 48 hours
e T —— Child Home “H.Qther after collection

[J Not authorized collector

[0 Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may be mvahd dueto

excessive delay before sample processing,. ) s} R
Membrane Filter Procedures » -_ Coliform Verification
Results [ Negative for Coliform Organisms # Colonies LST BGLB
and Mﬂuent Growth Verified y 28h. /2’ 2ah.  ash.
Ve 4 A - "
Remarks (3 Too Numerous to Count /’0 2 / <0
; isms P 2;
;oloform Organisms Present Initial Analyst 5 “Final Analyst 5 //’3 7.
Coliforms/100 mi. Date & Time ’/ Date & Time - .r;gfs _
[ E coli present -
Amount Filtered / o0
y é
InitiatA ' Firral Analyst A .
Date & Time 5.40- Date & Time 5 -//- 75 /S 25 TR
Fecal Coliforms per 100 mi. . Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time — mDate &Time —Date & Time
Most Probable Number Method - Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal Dilution Count Plate Count/ml.
per 100 ml. Coliforms Read
per 100 mi
{Completed) . .
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date & Tn_n:l_e. . _

Other Test Results:

TS




wapinet for Human Resources

4 -LAB-5GT (Rev. 9-91) _ 3372 Q, ‘25&\5
. WATER BACTE%LA SIS REP /5 *\%
"Authorized Collector =z ,,.‘ _
(Slgnaturebénf Tl . / C,A 02
Sample Collection Date Sample Time Date Laboratory}eq vd Time Recenved Sample No. Sample Seq. No.
. L..4 P . » /_”-- | B "
4171 91511/ 9 |_lﬂ/ 0 7 L {Fo]s
Where sample was taken: /€ (/../ ;
1) @256 f\ 1 \ﬂ'/%/ . Water Identification Number: / {[{/' -//C M fj//
. Dpte T Caten K b
2) Address: N ato T =t 14 ' County: */77’7% AL
. ',f_'/ s = / S 13!
3) City: il &'/"// /é//;/(} {?’/7?2_:)77'; ~F Phone: £t el -
- - / n —
Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm Totai ppm Free
ph of sample Temperature of Sample Preservative Used
Collector’s / /\
Remarks:, o i C(/(/é/ /\QMQ -
O Public Ched!’A ropriate Boxe Source of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
: WS}) 0O swimming |"¥] Stream (Submit another sample)
0 Semi- [J Radiati Pool 0 impounded (3 Broken - Leaked
Public ] Milk Program O water [ Spring {3 sample not dated
e O FHA-VA [0 Resample 0 Cistern’ O insufficient quantity
F-Private- - O Adoptive [J Other: Crwell [ Received later than 48 hours
_._/’ Child Home h’e'r/ after collection
el [J Notauthorized collector
[0 Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collectnon Results may be invalid due to
excessive delaybefore sample processing. -
Membrane Filter Procedures _ Coliform Verification
Results [J Negative for Coliform Organisms K# Coldnies LST
and O Confluent Growth Venfled / 24h. / ..h
R ks W Numerous to Count -~/ i
emar o
csg_—‘éoT’fSﬁOrgamsms Present Initial Analyst £ / Final Analyst A
[ T 1 1 1] Coliforms/100 mi. Date & Time -/ _/ Date & Time 4——/ 9")4'/6
-@c’orpresem — - 1
Amount Filtered 00
. coli not present
Initial Analyst . Final Analyst
Date & Time 5 O- Date & Time S_LM/]
Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.
Initial Analyst Final Analyst. Initial Anaiyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time
Most Probable Number Method Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal _| Dilution Count Plate Count/ml.
100 mi. Coliforms =l Read
per per 100 ml =1
(Completed) - . .
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Aqal_yst Final Anelyst
Date & Time Date & Time pate & Time Date&Time _________
Other Test Resuits: : S A
-‘_“’




#Cabinet for Human Resources
LAB-507- (Rev. 9-91)

Authorized Collector

Sample Collection Date Sample Time Date L3

boratory Réf’vd

nﬁﬁwﬂ@&

Time Received

4 é/.'ﬁo?

Sam_pl_e N°7 Sample Seq. No.

J?D%QT_LQ%Y'

/09’

SIL L]

06

12

Where sample was taken:

1) 4

- r

Nargrn

" 3/8% /ﬂ/t/[ﬁ-u?’_»)'/{/

Wat.er Identification Number /W // 5 %?4 /74

2) Address: C’6unty %"’71//‘ /m/é, '
3) City: s (}/- //'/5 I////P /‘ﬁl (// ;{/3 l{l_)one: 9 7 = ?_07 O
Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm i Totai, ~ ppm Free
ph of sample Temperature ofSample _ . Preservative Used
Collector’s / /‘-‘
‘Remarks: /3 /l i / (’ /4)/’/-/’ //
0] Public Check Appropriate.Boxes Source-of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
‘ D{BEor s Reaﬁesx [ Swimming [ Str (Submit another sample)

[ Semi- O-Radiatiop— Pool (zZImpounded ] Broken - Leaked

Pubhc [ Milk Program 0 Water ['_"Bpw: [J Sample not dated

: = O FHA-VA (O Resample 3 Cistern ,-/c.: 4 O Insufficient quantity
D Prlvate } O Adoptive {3 Other: O Well [] Received later than 48 hours
N~ Child Home {0 Other after collection

1_= [0 Not authorized collector

excessive delay before sample processing.

D Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours-after collection. Results may be invalid due to

arT t

stitfarm Organisms Present

T E coli not present

Initial Analyst Final Analyst _

Z
Date & Time 5-/0-J5
Fecal Coliforms per 100 mi.

Initial Analys
Date & Tnme

i 9 .
Membrane Fult?r Procedures , '_: . Coliform \)e‘riﬁc__ation
Results [Q Negative for Coliform Organisms #Colonies LST BGLB
and _geo’nfluent Growth Verified 24h. 48 h. 24 h. _égh
Remarks w \E’Q

Date & Tnme /i-—

Amount Filtered

Date&Tnme: g S 9/574

Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.

e : :
/
/? Final Analyst /Q’%

700

Initial Analyst Final Analyst “ Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time - Date & Time Date & Time
. Most.Prop:able Number Method '::,J: W Heterotrophic¢ Plate Couht -
Total Coliforms Fecal " ~Dilution Count Plate Counvml.
per 100 ml. Coliforms .~ Read
: per 100 mi
{(Completed) ]
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Dte & Time ________Date&Time _

Other Test Results:

-y e
. .




Cabingi tor Human Resources
A LAB-507 (Rev. 9-91)

Authorized Collector

. __ ﬂt}unaz

&G

Sample Collection Date  Sample Time Date Laboratory Rec'vd TimeReceived  SampleNo. Sample Seq. No.
P, TS _ :
AN BN A0 15 1) s l2ls]] 1£lo lo

Where sam ple wgs-taken Bl M

, " Coidard
7 Lrand i A R |,

Water Identification Number:

/445050795173

/5 ) =7
2) Address: Lounty: W W/
3) City: r-/,r//g ///// // NS G 2T P, | Phone: 274 -3 &
) | - g —— = =3
Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm / Totai ppm Free
ph of sample - Temperature of Sample ~ Preservative Used
Collector’s . )
Remarks: <2248 .
{1 Pubilic Check A 'rb riate Boxes Source of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
. Swimming [ Stream (Submit another sample)
[ Semi- ] Radial -Pook: [J Impounded ] 8roken - Leaked
Public ] Milk Program _ - O Sampie not dated
- LI EHAVAD Resample 0 : O insufficient quantity
. _B-'Pria‘é'ie:'- . O Adoptive O Other: 0 Well [J Received later than 48 hours
= Child Home [ Other after collection
[0 Not authorized collector

[O sarnple was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours af‘ter collection. Results may be mvahd due to

excessive delay before sample processing. A

Membrane Filter Procedures ‘
# Colonies

Coliform Verification

Results ] Negative for Coliform Organisms LST BGLB
ifi 24 h. . .
and (O Confluent Growth ver ned:" 24h ;Z‘p' 24h h.
Remarks ' N . Z=
Z
Initial Analyst % Final Analyst %
Date & Time é\—/.z Date & Time ’ﬁ’@ z

' Analyst
ate & Time &

S . 357 75‘ S H. 357

Fecal Cohform§ per 10b rﬁl.

Amount Filtered

700

_ . Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.
Initial Analyst Final Analyst ol Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time — _ Date&Time Date & Time
Most Probable Number Method . e Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal - Dilution Count Plate Count/ml.
per 100 mi. Coliforms 244 Read
per 100 mi :

(Completed) - ' .
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date&Time

Other Test Results:




4...abinet for Human Resources
LAB-507 (Rev 9-91)_

WATER BACTER|

Authorized Collector

Date Laboratory Iiec’vd

tf)l’

ﬂﬁﬂ

GIGAt—ANALYSIS REPORT -
/"Z{éfj

)1

Q..

O

O

/1%

Sample Collection Date Sample Time Time Received 7Sample No.  Sample Seq. No.
o[5101917 ”//‘? sizblals|| Blob |l | ||

Where samplg was. taken ¥

1) % hS /7 M/L ’Water Identnf‘catlon Number: /V[ %‘M /jﬁ/;’-/
2) Address: ﬂ?/(j ,/,,f/‘ /(:/ ,FOUmy /\/C’ /9"/

Nty s v/ /a c/zzg 3. | Phone: /Va/z/e. 7 .
Chlorine Residual at Collection: ppm . Total ppm Free

ph of sample

Temperature of Sample

" Preservative Used

Collector’s /
Remarks: (_5.’4[9‘& /'Z’»wﬁm _
d Public | Check#ppro nate\Boxes '@4rce of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
Esoc_tor_ s Request 3 [] Swumlmmg B Stream (Submit another sample)
J Semi- DE'dv_zm_—J ~-Pool . I ed [C] Broken- Leaked
Publlc {0 Milk Program (. Water q/ﬂ?%ging [J Sampie not dated
N P - 0 FHA-VA O Resample istern O Insufficient quantity
E]'anate -~ (] Adoptive O Other: QWeII O Received later than 48 hours
_~ Child Home - [}Other after collection
. D Not authorized collector

excessive delay before sample processing.

(] Samp!e was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48!hours after collectlon Results may be invalid due to

Membrane Filter Procedures

Results [J Negative for Coliform Organisms.
and (0 Confluent Growth
Remarks K&) Numerous to Count

Coliform Verification
# Colonies LST BGLB
vgufned 24h, 48h. 2ah. agh.
Inigial Analyst , 7/‘; Final Analyst 2
Da%e & Time 4"/ / Date & Time - -

/00

Amount Filtered

Other Test Results:

Initial® Final Analyst £é .
Date & Tlme 'Pate &Time S-/4- 75 9_[?/7
Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time \.%, Date & Time Date & Time
. Most Probable Number Method r ek’ Heterotrophic Plate Count.
Total Coliforms Fecal . |.«Dilution Count Plate Count/ml.
per 100 ml. Coliforms 1 ﬂgad
per 100 ml -
(Completed) A ]
Initial Analyst Final Analyst Initial Analyst Final Analyst
Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time Date & Time

r-.




- LI NS T

32';:'1%:‘:‘2‘;‘1?”“"’” el
WATER BACTERIOLOGICAL AN
Authorized Collector 2
(Signature . A | :P
Sample Collection Date ~ Sample Time Date Laboratory Rec’'vd Time Received Sample No. Sample Seq. No.

SEBEE 9"'//‘5‘ ALhIRGNARGIRRANE

Where sample wastaken: «

) S 1‘ //‘/1/‘/"/ "'7 4P€S _ «W;ter Identufcatnoy Number: /5‘& //5’77 /5—([ 7/

2) Address: 24[} { /// zV'! /(‘ (: }'_)é/ _#County. 7 Z%//’éc”/u
JCity: T ﬂ;&..A»&,(M;//{O ‘41(-/" 2% 9 .|aphone: — 7!9",‘:} 770
Chiorine Residual at Collection: ppm - _ Totai .‘ ppm Free
ph of sample Temperature of Sample ___- _ " Preservative Used
Collector’s g / > . -
Remarks: : (, /I)/‘-?jl) ,)) S s / LG ‘/Dl"‘
O Public Check Appropriate Boxes | Saurce of Sample Specimen Unsatisfactory
- Doctor’s Request (] Sw:mmmg D.Stream—\\ (Submit another sample)

O Semi- adiatomr————" Pool Impounded [0 Broken - Leaked

Public ‘00 Milk Program _[] Water I%-S‘B‘f’l‘h“g‘_" . [ Sample not dated

' . O FHA-VA 7] Resample {1 Gstern O Insufficient quantity
[ Private O Adoptive O Other: O Well [J Received later than.48 hours
T —— Child Home {73 Other after collection

SR _— (O Notauthorized collector

[0 Sample was received more than 30 hours, but less than 48 hours after collection. Results may be invalid due to
excessive delay before sample processing.

N

Membrane Filter Procedures ~ ™ * | A 'Colifbrm Verification
Results [ Negative for Coliform Organisms # Colonies LST BGLB
Verified 24h. 48 h. 24 h. 48 h
and onfluent Growth

: - . _ _tf""’ — -----
Remarks (3 Too Numerous to Count ,L/,%m ? /=
- . s
25;66\7(6 rm Organisms Present Initial Analyst <. , / / Final Analyst / /27; .
1Galiforms/100 ml. Date & Time e Date & Time
Amount Filtered /0 (&)

i iae

. EJ E. coli not present ¢

Initial Analyst, Final Analyst

Date & Time 3- [0-25 ﬁ’a ate&'ﬁn?\'e 5- 4 S A7

Fecal Coliforms per 100 ml. g 7 -, Fecal Streptococcus per 100 ml.

Initial Analyst Final Analyst = Initial Analyst Final Analyst

Date & Time, ——__________ Date & Time T___‘_*«V Date & Tnme ——————Date&Time

"~ MostProbable Number Method ﬁ ® Heterotrophic Plate Count
Total Coliforms Fecal Dllution Count Plate Count/mi.
per 100 ml. ______  Ccoliforms _ - ‘Read
: per 100 mi
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